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CURRENT TOPICS. 


AN ORDER OF TRANSFER Of forty causes will shorily be 
made. Ten of these causes are taken from the list of 
the Master of the Rolls, ten from the list of Vice-Chan- 
cellor Malins, and twenty from the list of Vice-Chancellor 
Hall. These causes will be transferred to Vice-Chancellor 
Bacon, and, by the same order, re-transferred to Mr, 
Justice Fry for the purpose of trial or hearing only. 





Tur. JuDGEs’ CHAMBERS in the Royal Courts of Justice 
will be opened on Monday next, when the judge and 
masters will sit for the hearing of summonses in the 
new building. Masters’ summonses will in future be 
heard by separate masters according to alphabetical 
divisions, and summonses will be issued and orders 
drawn up accordingly. Solicitors and their clerks 
attending summonses are requested to meet in the room 
No. 81 on the ground-floor. The bar-room is No. 100 
on the court-floor. 





We pvusiisu elsewhere a well-timed letter from the 
Chief Clerk of the Registry of Judgments, explaining the 


arrangements which have been made under the new rules 
for giving certificates of search for judgments, &. The 
first step is to send in a requisition for search upon a fornr 
which is supplied gratuitously on application at the office. 
A separate requisition is necessary for each name te 
be searched for. The requisition must be sent m some 
days before the certificate of result of search is 
required, and it is so framed that a search can be 
directed to be made up to two o’clock on the day up to 
which search is requested to be made. Under 
No. 48 of the new rules (ord. 60a, r. 8) no judgment 
can now be received for registration after the hour of 
two in the afternoon; the new provision as to certificate 

of search will, therefore, enable a purchase to be com- 

pleted in the afternoon of the day up to which search is 
requested in absolute safety as regards judgments, &c. 
The fee for the official certificate of search has not yet 
been settled. 





WE REFERRED last week to the probable effect of the 
last clause of No. 48 of the new rules—which provides 
that “‘a person shall not inspect nor take any extract 
from any of these registers or indexes [including the 
register of bills of sale], or any document filed in con- 
nection therewith, until he has specified in writing to 
the officer in charge of the register or index the name 
against which he wishes to search, and has satisfied the 
officer as to the object of the search”—in stopping the 
private enterprize so long carried on of publishing a list 
of the names of persons giving bills of sale. There 
have since been addressed to the authorities very 
energetic remonstrances from the persons and 
societies affected by this provision, and we believe 
we are correct in saying that hitherto no attempt has 
been made to enforce the rule. We have reason to 
believe that the rule was framed with the deliberate 
object of putting a stop to what, under the changed 
state of the law since the Bills of Sale Act, 1878, is 
nothing short of an injustice—viz., the publication of 
the name of every one who gives an instrument which 
has to be registered under that Act. The result of this 
is, that the names of persons of perfect solvency 
and respectability are published side by side with 
the names of the money-lenders’ victims. We see no 
reason for the hesitation which appears to exist as to 
bringing the new rule into operation; and we hope that 
pressure will be applied by the law societies to counter- 
balance the efforts of the ‘trade protection societies.” 





THE Question whether a Jew can hold the office of 
Lord Chancellor may, some of these days, become a 
practical one, and it is worth while to inquire into the 
nature of the supposed obstacles. So far as we know, 
there is no enactment in the statute-book which, expressly 
and in terms, disqualifies a Jew from holding this office. 
The oath formerly taken by the Chancellor, “ on the true 
faith of a Christian” was, of course, an effectual bar, but 
these words were omitted from the form of oath prescribed 
by the “‘ Office and Oath Act, 1867,” and there is now 
nothing in the nature of the Chancellor’s oath to exclude 
a Jew from the office. Lord Coleridge, when Attorney- 
General, referring to this question, went so far as to say 
that ‘‘a Jew could hold any office, either in England or 
Ireland.” But we apprehend that in saying this, the 
learned speaker overlooked the fact that a disqualification 
may exist at common law, without the existence of any 
disabling statute; and this, we submit, is the case with 
Jews as regards the office of Chancellor. It is clear that 
the Legislature thought that this was so when the Act 
enabling Jews to sit in Parliament was ; for 
by that statute (21 & 22 Vict. c. 49, s. 3) it was ex- 
pressly provided that “nothing herein contained shall 
extend, or be construed to extend, to enable any 
person professing the Jewish religion to hold the office 
of [inter alia] Lord High Chancellor.” An enabling 
| statute, we apprehend, would be necessary —— a 
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Jew to become Lord Chancellor of England, and for such 
a statute a precedent might be found in the Act of 
21 & 22 Vict. c. 49, already referred to, by section 1 of 
which all the Queen’s subjects, without reference to 
their religious belief, were made eligible to hold the office 
of Lord Chancellor of Ireland; by section 2, provision 
was made for the ecclesiastical patronage in cases where 
the Chancellor was not a member of the Established 
Church, and, by section 3 the exercise of certain other 
functiens of an. ecclesiastical character was provided for. 





ALTHOUGH THE CAUSE Lists in the Chancery Division are 

so heavy, it would appear that many of the causes con- 
tained in those lists, are, from one reason or another, 
not ready for hearing. This, we conclude, is due to the 
practice so-often resorted to of setting down a cause in 
the book as soon as ever the rules permit, without regard 
to the fact that the witnesses are not ready, so that briefs 
cannot be delivered. This unreadiness necessitates a 
consent on both sides to the cause standing out of the 
paper, and it is matter of daily experience, that causes 
already in the -day’s paper, or apparently ready to bein 
the next day's paper, are suddenly found to have been 
marked by consent to stand out of the paper for a con- 
siderable period. To so great an extent is this carried, 
that Mr. Justice Fry, whe has a large list of causes, is, 
on aecount of so many of them standing out by consent, 
compelled to ask for a transfer to him of forty causes. 
The Master of the Rolls’ list is in a very similar con- 
dition, and the difficulty is aggravated by his having to 
part with some of his causes to Mr. Justice Fry. On 
Tuesday last his lordship got through his paper, which 
was: very short, by two o'clock, and there was some 
difficulty in compiling a paper for Thursday, although 
the list contains a large number of causes. A remedy 
for the inconvenience experienced by reason of causes 
being marked by consent of parties to stand out of the 
paper might be found if a regulation were made 
that causes once set down in the book should not be 
marked to stand out without special leave of the court, 
or, in the alternative, that causes so marked should, 
ipso facto, lose their place in the list, and on being 
restored, should go to the bottom. The object in setting 
down causes at the earliest possible date is to obtain a 
place in the list, and then by marking a cause to stand 
over it gradually comes to the top of the list and will 
come into the paper immediately on being restored. If 
some such rule as we suggest were adopted, causes 
would not be set down until they were ready to be 
heard, and the chancery judges would not so often be in 
the position of the ancient mariner, with “‘ water, water 
everywhere, but not a drop to drink.” 





We ane ctap to find that a vigorous effort is being 
made by the Newcastle-upon-Tyne Law Society to meet 
the wants of articled clerks in preparing for the inter- 
mediate examination. There have been established, 
under the auspices of the society, classes meeting once or 
twice a week for reading and illustrating the books pre- 
sented for that examination. These, we believe, are the 
firat classes of the kind which have been established by 
any provincial law society, and we heartily hope the 
effort may be successful, 





Iz WovLp BE aAzsuRD to attempt to predict the course 
of events as regards the forthcoming occupants of legal 
offices; but may be noticed that rumour already 
per yew Migenevell Q.C., will be Solicitor-General, 
an - rne Morgan, Q.0., Judge Advocate General 
in the new Administration. . ’ “ 1’ 





Mr, Justice Bowen wilt deat the forty-eighth anniver- 
sary festival of the United Law Clerks’ Sevicte, which will 
take place on Monday, June 7, at the Freemasons’ Tavern, 





LIABILITY OF COMPANY IN RESPECT OF RE. 
GISTRATION OF TRANSFEREE OF SHARES 
OR STOCK. 


Tue case of Simm v. The Anglo- Ameri 
Company (28 W. BR. »L. RB. . B. D. 188), recentl 

decided in the Court of Appeal, raised a point of grea 
importance to companies and their shareholders. The 
question which arose was as to the liabilities of a com- 
pany receiving a, transfer of shares or stock in respect 
of the registration of the transferee. The facts appear 
to have been briefly as follows :—The clerk e- 
holder in a company. contracted _wi sell 
5,000 stock in the company. He subsequently forged 
his Wasters’ Signature toa deed purporting to transfer 
that amount of stock to the nominees of B. & Co., who 
then, acting on behalf of B, & Co., sented the 
transfer to the company for registration. The compgny 
sent a leftér fo the shareholder inquiring @tether the 
transterwas correct, but this being intercepted by the 
clerk was not answered, and the company thereupon 
registered the transfer to the nominees of B. & Co. 
BEE Lowosei, 3 ertificate was issued to them, they, 
at the pact of B. & Co., transferred the stock to the 
plaintiffs, who were registered by the company as trans- 
ferees thereof, and in due course received j f 
i The plaintiffs were the trustees of a bank, 
ani @ arrangement was that they should hold the 
stock as trustees for B. & Co., subject to any charge 
the bank might have upon it, the intention being that 
the bank should make advances to B. & Co. upon the 
security of the stock. Certain advances were then made 
by the bank to B. & Co., but they were subsequently paid 
off, and the plaintiffs became bare trustees of the stock 
for B. & Co.” The forgery being afterwards discovered, 
the company refused to recognize the plaintiffs as the 
owners of the stock. The action appears to have been 
in form for wrongfully representing that certain persons 
were registered holders of stock in the defendants’ 
company, and as such had title to transfer and sell the 
same, and also for the recovery of the purchase-money 
of the stock and the dividends thereon. A second action 
was brought by the company against the nominees of 
B. & Co. for an indemnity. The actions were tried 
together before Lindley, J., and it was agreed that 
B. & Co, should be added as plaintiffs in the first action, 
and as defendants in the second. Upon these facts 
Lindley, J., held that_the plaintiffs—that is to_say, in 
eality B. & Co.—wWere entitled 























é cannot quite understand the line of argument 
adopted by Lindley, J., in the first part of his judgment 
as reported. He seems, to some extent, to rely on the 
fact that the original plaintiffs, the trustees of the bank, 
had a good title to the shares by estoppel against the 
company. ‘This was, no doubt, the case at one time, 
because the company had held out to them that the 
nominees of B. & Co. were the owners of the shares, and 
they had altered their position on the faith of such 
ownership. But it seems to us that this was immaterial, 
because, in reality, B. & Co. were the plaintiffs. The 
estoppel in favour of the original plaintiffs, the trustees 
of the bank, arose out of their advances on the faith of 
the representation that the nominees of B. & Co. were 
owners of the shares. Those advances had been paid off. 
As Brett, L.J., put it, when the advances were paid off, 
the trustees of the hank could not have recovered in 
respect of any estoppel in their favour; consequently 
they could not transmit a right of action toB. & Co. It 
is true that Lindley, J., does adyert to the argument that 
the xepayment of the advances made the trustees of the 


bank mere trustees for B. & Oo., and consequently left 
them with no further title to the shares than B, & Co., 
and says that he will deal with that argument subse- 
quently ; but in the latter part of his judgment, which 
relates to the second action, he seems to treat the case 
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-entirely as between B. & Co. and the company, and puts 
it wholly on the broader ground that, as between them- 
‘selves and an innocent transferee, it is the duty of the 
company to ascertain the validity of the transfer. It 
seems to us, therefore, that the trustees for the bank, 
and the facts of the case relating to their part in the 
transaction, may be dismissed altogether from considera - 
tion. 

The case then simply resolves itself into one between a 
‘company and the innocent transferee under a forged 
transfer. Lindley, J., considered that it was the duty of 
the company in keeping their register to see that it was 
correct, and for that purpose to make the necessary 
inquiries, and satisfy themselves as to the validity of the 
transfer. He says that B. & Co. were entitled to say, 
“‘We did not deceive you; you made inquiries, and you 
accepted us as shareholders, and put us on the 
register, and you cannot now turn round and 
‘say that as between you and us we do not 
hold the position which you have led us to believe that 
that we are entitled to.” But the question immediately 
occurs to the mind, assuming that there is a duty on 
the company to make the inquiry, What is the conse- 
quence of a breach of such duty? Can it be that the 
innoc Steree is entitled to recover the value of 
the shares unless he has suffered the loss of that value 
through the company’s breach of duty? This would 
depend on whether he parted with the purchase-money 
of the shares on the faith of the company’s registration 
of him as shareholder. But we take it that he parts 
with his money as the consideration-money for the execu- 


e transier by the cOmpany is matter altogether 













; herefore, even assuming that there was in some 
Sense a duty on the part of the company to see that 
their register was correct, it is ditficult to see how there 
is any damage enabling the transferee to bring an 
action for the breach of such duty. It might, how- 
-ever, be contended that, the company’s conduct entitling 
the innocen? Ttransreres to consider himself the holder 
-of the shares, he is prevented from promptly pursuing 
any remedy De mystt have agaip against the party selling to 

6 might do it he knew that he had not 
obtained what he had bargained for, and, therefore, that 


the company ought, at any rate if it can be showy that 
the transferee was prejudiced; to be Fesponsible - him 
for the value of the shares. But atsuming that there is 


somé duty on the part of the company, what, at the ut- 
most, can that duty be? Surely only to use due care in 
reference to the entries made in their register. The view 
taken by Lindley, J., seems to go to the length of holding 
that they are absolutely bound to have their register 
correct. But what ground is there for this extreme 
~view of their responsibility ? In the case we are discuss- 
ing they took the usual precaution of writing to the 
transferor, but the letter never reached him. We do not 
see what further precaution, in reason, they could be 
expected to take We te question 15 One of negligence. 
“The Court of Appeal, indeed, appear to have been of 
opinion that there was no duty cast on the company to 
make inquiry as to the genuineness of the transfer at all. 
It was said that the company, having registered the forged 
transfer, were estopped from afterwards denying the title 
of the transferees. But whence can such an estoppel 
arise unless there is an absolute duty thrown on the 
company, when a transfer is presented to them, to deter- 
mine whether the person presenting it is the true owner 
of the shares, and they are bound by the determination 
they then make ? Otherwise it is merely this case. I 
have certain goods in my possession which I believe to 
belong to A. B. comes and claims them either as assignee 
of A. or otherwise, bond fide believing them to be his. I 
write to B. a letter acknowledging his title to the goods 
and promising to give them upto him. I ascertain from 
information subsequently received that the goods are 
indisputably A.’s, and that B. has no right to them. 
I then refuse to give them up to B, Surely he would 














have no right of action against me. An estopp ° 
of this kind depends (as was pointed out by 
judges in the Court of Appeal) upon a representa- 
tion made by the party estopped upon the faith of 
which the other party has altered his position. Here 
there was, in truth, no representation at all made 
to the transferee by the company. The representation 
was the other way. T go_brings 






stotk’Trom the trie owner. he ¢ 1 

of That-transter, register the “transferee BUS Ena do-> nsferee, ot 
make any re ion to him. Apart from the ques- 
tome aay uty THTOWnSn the company, it is obvious 
that there can be_no estoppe}. It would seem that there 
can only be such a duty as must be contended for on the 
transferee’s behalf if some statutory enactment, either 
expressly or impliedly, makes it the duty of the company 
upon the transfer being presented to them to determine 
the title to the shares, and makes such determination 
conclusive as against them, if they determine in favour of 
the transferee. No section of any statute was cited 
showing that there was such a duty cast upon the com- 
pany. It may possibly be contended that, having regard 
to the exigencies of business, it would be desirable that 
the company should be placed in this position. We be; 
lieve a good many business men are dissatisfied with the 
judgment of the Court of Appeal and prefer the conclu- 
sion at which Lindley, J., arrived ; but, if so, it seems to 
us that the desired effect must be produced by future 
enactment, and that the alleged duty cannot arise under 
any common law doctrine of estoppel. 

Various questions arise upou the facts of the case we 
are discussing which, though not immediately material 
to the decision, have considerable theoretical interest, 
It has always seemed to us difficult, in those cases where 
the question is which of two innocent parties is to suffer 
for a fraud or criminal act perpetrated by a third party, 
to determine how far the principle is applicable that of 
such parties he shall suffer who has enabled the fraud 
or criminal act to be committed. It does not appear in 
this case how the certificates for the stock came into the 
hands of the clerk. It is, we take it, on the production 
of those certificates that the company acts in giving 
effect to the transfer. If the original shareholder in- 
trusted those certificates to the clerk, he certainly 
enabled the fraud to be committed; but yet we cannot 
think that the original shareholder would be liable in 
any way to any person in consequence of the fraudu- 
lent act of his clerk. It is not negligence to intrust 
such certificates to a clerk. Persons are not hound, 
under all circumstances, to suspect others of the inten- 
tion to defraud. Business could not be carried on 
if they were. It would be a long step towards reduc- 
ing stock to the same position as bonds payable to bearer 
to hold that the holder cannot part with the certificates 
from his possession to any person without running this 
risk. The tendency of mercantile men is ever in the 
direction of the negotiability of instruments, and towards 
making the title to anything depend on the possession 
of the usual indicia of title, as, for instance, is enacted 
by the Factors Acts with regard to particular matters. 
But it seems to us that, after all, there is something 
besides mercantile convenience to be considered in the 
world. It would be a very dangerous and sweeping 
doctrine to hold that a man is to forfeit his property 
because he has allowed it to leave his possession, and 
another person has been deceived with regard to the 
title to it and has innocently purchased it. 
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On Monday, in the Exchequer Division, on Mr. Baron 
Huddleston taking his seat on the bench for-the first time 
after an absence of some months, Mr. Watkins Williams, 
Q.C., the senior Queen’s Counsel present.in court, rose and 
congratulated his lordship and the public on his return to 
the bench in restored health. ‘The learned:haron feelingly 
acknowledged the compliment, and said \he . d to 
complete on the Bench that convalescengo which was 
already far advanced. 
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INJUNCTIONS TO RESTRAIN STATEMENTS 
AS TO FORMER EMPLOYMENT. 


II. 


We come now to the important case generally cited in 
questions of this nature, and from the judgment in which 
some extracts have been already given—Glenny v. Smith 
(2 Drew. & Sm. 476). One of the employés of Thresher, 
Glenny, & Co., of the Strand, having left their service 
and opened a shop in Oxford-street, placed his own 
name over the door, but put on the awning and on the 
door-plates the words, ‘‘From Thresher & Glenny.” 
The word “ from ’’ was in very small letters, so as not to 
be likely to attract the attention of customers, and on 
the whole case the learned judge came to the conclusion 
that deception was probable, and that an injunction 
must be granted. The fact that the defendant had 
cautioned one of his shopmen not to permit customers to 
buy under the impression that they were buying from 
Thresher & Glenny, so far from being regarded as 
favourable to the defendant, was held to be against him, 
as showing that he had contemplated the possibility of 
deception by the use he was making of his old employers’ 
namé. 

Very similar to Glenny v. Smith was the American 
case of Colton v. Thomas (7 Phila. 257), in which a per- 
son who had been in the employ of ‘‘ The Colton 
Dental Association” set up in business on his own 
account as a dentist, and began to describe himself as 
“Dr. F. R. Thomas, late operator at the Colton Dental 
Rooms.” The words “late operator at the” were in 
very small letters, so that the distinction between ex- 
employer and ex-employé was practically obliterated, 
and an injunction was the inevitable result. 

Williams v. Osborne (13 L. T. N. S. 498) was another 
case before Lord Hatherley, in which he held that former 
servants of R. Hendrie, a perfumer, were entitled to 
place on their shop, established after his death, the 
words ‘‘from the late R. Hendrie,” and to style them- 
selves on placards ‘‘managers and manufacturers to 
the late R. Hendrie,” and to use Hendrie’s name on 
their labels in conjunction with their own, if there were 
no unfair or untrue statements made; but his lordship 
pointed out that a certain course of conduct which was 
begun with no fraudulent intention would be continued 
with such an intention if no change were made after it 
had been pointed out that the public were deceived. 

In Labouchere v. Dawson (L. R. 13 Eq. 322), the de- 
fendant was one of the vendors of a brewery business, 
who, after the sale, set up in business elsewhere, and 
endeavoured to draw away to his new business the old 
customers of the business he had sold. The same prin- 
ciple as that followed in Burrows v. Foster was adopted, 
and Lord Romilly held that, while the defendant was 
entitled to publicly advertise his business, he was not 
justified in seeking to destroy the value of the business 
he had sold by drawing away the customers to his new 
one, 

Another of the better-known cases is Hookham v. 
Pottage (21 W. R. 47), which came before the Lords 
Justices of Appeal in Chancery. There, after the firm of 
“ Hookham & E. & S. Pottage” had been dissolved, 
and the last two partners paid out, so that the business 
was retained by the senior partner, who began to trade 
as “ Hookham & Co,”’ S. Pottage set up near him, and 
placed over his shop the words “S, Pottage, from Hook- 
ham & Pottage,” and as in Foot v. Lea, Glenny v. Smith, 
and Colton v. Thomas, the words denoting the relation 
between the old business and the new one—i.e., ‘‘ from ” 

and “ and ”—were in small letters. It was held that the 
defendant had acted so as to divert to himself custom 
intended for the plaintiff, and that an injunction must be 
granted, though, if he had confined himself to a fair 
statement of his connection with the old firm, he could 
not have been interfered with. 

The plaintiff in Robineau v. Charbonnel (V. C. M., 


‘* Maison Boissier,’ and the defendants were persons. 
who, after having been in his service, came over to 
London and opened a shop in Bond-street, and placed 
in the window the words “Ex 1éres de la Maison. 
Boissier de Paris.” The plaintiff having no shop in 
England, no injury could be done him by the defend- 
ants’ conduct, and no injunction could be granted, but. 
the words “Ex 1éres de la” were in very small letters, 
and the Vice-Chancellor was of opinion that, on the 
whole, the conduct of the defendants had not been. 
such as to entitle them to their costs, and no order in. 
that respect was made. 

In Dence v. Mason (V. C. M., Feb. 12, 1878), the 
Vice-Chancellor held that a former servant of Messrs.. 
Brand & Co. would not have been entitled to represent 
himself as the original maker of the essence of beef 
manufactured by that firm, even if he had been the first. 
to discover the recipe, since whatever essence of beef 
he had prepared had been made by him in the plaintiff's 
service; but his lordship held taat the defendant was. 
at liberty to state fairly that he had been in the plain- 
tiff’s service, and that he had become acquainted with. 
the recipe during that period. 

In Selby v. Anchor Tube Company (V. C. B., July 19, 
1877) the parties had been in partnership as tube manu- 
facturers, carrying on business at Birmingham as “The 
Imperial Iron Tube Company,” and at Smethwick as 
‘The Birmingham Patent Iron and Brass Tube Com- 
pany.” The partnership was dissolved, and the plaintiff 
thereupon became entitled, under the partnership deed, 
to the premises at Smethwick and to the styles and 
goodwill of the firm, and the defendants became entitled. 
to the Birmingham premises. The plaintiff then carried 
on business alone at Smethwick and also at new works 
at Birmingham as ‘‘ The Imperial Iron Tube Company,” 
and the defendants, carrying on business at the old 
premises in Birmingham, began to put out circulars 
headed ‘The Anchor Tube Company (late) the Works. 
of and Partners and Manager in the Imperial fron Tube 
Company, Gas-street, Birmingham,” and to solicit the 
customers of the old firm. This was held to be an inter- 
ference with the plaintiff's rights, and an injunction was 
granted. 

The last case to which attention need be directed is 
that of Fullwood v. Fullwood (26 W. R. 435), where the 
plaintiff was carrying on at Somerset-place, Hoxton, an 
annatto business, established, under the name of * R. J. 
Fullwood & Co.,” in 1785, and the defendants, one of 
whom had formerly been the plaintiff's partner, but had 
sold his interest to the plaintiff, began to carry on a 
similar business under the name of * E, Fullwood & Co.,” 
and to describe themselves in advertisements as ‘‘ late of 
Somerset - place, Hoxton, Original Manufacturers of 
Liquid and Cake Annatto,” and to state that their 
business had been “established in 1785.” Mr. Justice 
Fry held that the course taken by the defendants would 

probably have the result of causing their business to be 
mistaken for the plaintiff's, and he granted an in‘ 
junction, notwithstanding that the plaintiff had delayed 
commencing his action for a year anda half after he 


period fixed by the Statute of Limitations had not ex- 
pired before the action was brought, which was intended 
to assert a legal right. 

From a comparison of these cases it will be seen that 
the principles to which we adverted at the outset are 
well established in practice. Although the circumstances 
under which those principles have had to be applied 
have varied in very many particulars, effect has never- 
theless been given to those principles, and while a fair’ 
use has been allowed to be made of the fact of former 
employment, fraudulent servants have not been allowed 
to appropriate their masters’ business by the skilful’ 
manipulation of that fact. There is no need to establish 
a fraudulent intention ; if the defendant has acted so as 
to bring about the consequences of fraud, it is sufficient, 
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and there is no necessity to inquire further into motives. 


became aware of the defendants’ conduct, since the- 
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In examining the circumstances of each case, however, 
the motives by which the defendant has been actuated 
will generally be discussed, and it is impossible not to 
notice in how many cases differences of type have been 
held to weigh heavily against defendants. No doubt a 
retired servant is entitled to use his late master’s name 
for the purpose of informing the public that he comes 
before them recommended by the fact of having 
been employed in an establishment of admitted 
reputation, but when he places that name on his 
door or over his window, he is bound to take 
special care not to let it be supposed that the 
name is there placed as being that of the proprietor 
of the shop. The safest plan in such cases would 
evidently be to give such words as “from,”’ “ late with,” 
‘* formerly of,” in characters of equal size with those in 
which the name of the late firm appears. Unless 
probability of deception is avoided, an injunction is to be 
anticipated even though there has been delay, short of 
the period fixed by the Statute of Limitations, and if the 
proceedings fail on some special ground, still the wrong. 
ful conduct may be punished in costs. A former 
proprietor of a business which has passed to others is 
legally as well as morally bound not to interfere with 
the enjoyment of the business and its goodwill by the 
new proprietors, and the law will not allow him to re- 
gain, by private solicitations, the business with which he 
has publicly parted ; though, on the other hand, there is 
nothing to prevent him from establishing a similar 
business, if he can do so, independently of his former 
connection. 








LAWYERS IN PARLIAMENT. 


Tue following members of the legal profession had been 
elected members of the new Parliament up to Wednesday 
last, in addition to those whose names were given last 
week. The names of members of the old Parliament are 
given in italics :— 

ENGLAND AND WALES. 


BARRISTERS, 


BerksHirE—Mr. John Walter (L) 

Boston—Mr. William James Ingram (L) 

— ee Thomas Francis Fremantle 
C 

CarpicansHirE—Mr. Lewis Pugh Pugh (L) 

Carnarvonsuine—Mr, Watkin Williams, Q.C. (L) 

Cuesuire, East—Mr. William Cunliffe Brooks (C) 

Cornwatt, East—Hon. Thomas Agar Robartes (L) 

Devonsuire, East—Sir John Kennaway, Bart. (C) 

Kent, East—Mr, Edward Leigh Pemberton (0) 

Lancasuire, Souru-East—Right Hon: Richard Assheton 
Cross (C) 

Montcomerysuire—Mr. Stuart Rendel (L) 

ae a West—Mr. Alexander Staveley Hill, 

Surrey, East—Mr. William Grantham, Q.C. (C) 

Warwicksuire, Sovrn — Sir John Eardley Wilmot, 
Bart. (C) 

Wieur, Istz or—Hon. Evelyn Ashley (L) 
— East—Mr. George Woodyatt Hastings 
SOLICITORS. 

Rapnorsuire—Sir Richard Green Price, Bart. (L) 
Sussex, East—Mr. George Burrow Gregory (o) 


IRELAND. 
BARRISTERS. 

Anrria—Mr. Edward McNaghten (C) 
Kixznny—Mr. Patrick Martin (HR) 
Kine’s Counry—Mr. Bernard Charles Molloy (HR) 
Lonvonperry—Right Hon. Hugh Law, Q.0. (L) 
Lovru—Mr, Alexander Martin Sullivan (HR 
Tyrone—Mr, John William Ellison Macartney (C); 

Mr, Edward Litton, Q.C. (L) 





SOLICITORS. 
Cavan—Mr. Charles Joseph Fay (HR) 
Monaauan—Mr. John Givan (L) 
ScorLanp. 
BARRISTERS AND ADVOCATES. 
Exes Boroveus—Mr. Mounstuart Elphinstone Grant 
Duff (L) 
Happineton Boroveus—Sir David Wedderburn, Bart. 
(L) 
RoxpurcHsuire—Hon. Arthur Ralph Douglas Elliott (1) 
Sriatinc Borovens—Mr. Henry Campbell Bannermas 
(L) 








General Currespanvence. 


To CorresponpEents.—All letters intended for publica - 
tion in the “ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenti- 
cated by the name of the writer. The Editor cannot 
undertake to return MSS. forwarded to him. 


AFFIDAVITS BY MARKSMEN. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—It may, perhaps, be useful, not only to your 
correspondent J. H., but likewise to others, if I mention 
that the question he asks having oftimes arisen I have 
taken pains to ascertain the practice in reference to it, 
and it appears that no fee whatever is allowable, 
on taxation, to a commissioner for reading over an affi- 
davit to a marksman. : 

The reading over of the affidavit by the commissioner 
is purely optional on his part. The several terms of 
jurats applicable to such cases show this. For instance, 
the affidavit may—(1) be read over by him; or (2), in 
his presence ; or (3), by a third party elsewhere than ix 
his presence, in which latter case such third party would 
have to be sworn as a witness to the reading, &c. 

T. W. Brairawalrte. 





CERTIFICATES OF SEARCH FOR JUDG- 
MENTS, &e. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—The new rules provide, by ord. 60a, r. 8, that 
‘the Registrar of Judgments shall, on request in writing 
giving sufficient particulars, and on payment of the pre- 
scribed fee, cause a search to be made in the registers or 
indexes under his custody, and issue a certificate of the 
result of the search.” 

This provision may prove acceptable to solicitors, and 
relieve them of much responsibility. At the same time 
any person is at liberty to make a search himself as 
heretofore. 

The requisition for search should be forwarded to 
the registrar some days before the certificate of the 
result of search is required to be issued. And the requi- 
sition is so framed that a search can be directed to be 
made up to two o'clock on any following day, after 
which hour no incumbrances can be _ registered. 
The object in limiting the time for registering is to 
enable a purchaser to complete his purchase without 
risk of execution creditors and other incumbrancers 
registering their charges, at the time of, or immediately 
before, his purchase, if such purchase takes place after 
two o’clock. 

The form of requisition for a search may be obtained 
gratis at the Register Office. The period stated in the 
form over which the search should extend is the usual 
search made for incumbrances in the office by solicitors. 
If it is required that the search should cover any other 
period of time, the particulars on the face of the form 
can be varied to meet the case, or a full indorsement can 
be written on the back of the requisition stating the time 
over which the search is desired to be made. There must 
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be a separate requisition for every person searched for. A 
charge for the official certificate will be made in addition 
to the search fee of 1s. The fee to be paid for such 
certificate has yet to be provided for by order. 

For further particulars, or forms of requisition for 
search, application can be made personally at the 
Register Office, or by letter addressed to “The Registrar 
of Judgments, Royal Courts of Justice, London, W.C.” 

April 10. James Pasx, Chief Clerk. 


[The following is the form of Requisition for 
Search :— 

To the Registrar of Judgments, Royal Courts of 
Justice, London, W.C. 

The day of , 188 . 

Search for judgments, lifes pendentes, and Crown 
debts for five years ending the day of 
188 . And for annuities and executions from the year 
1855 and 1864, respectively, tothe said day of ’ 
188 , in the following name :— 





Usual or last | qritie, trade, or 


— a‘ of profession. 


Christian name 


Surname. (a) ee Oks, 






















(a) The name must be legibly written with full address and additions. 
Name and address of solicitor ........:ccccsssescocseecesces 
State if it is desired that the certificate of result be 

forwarded through post-office. ] 





STAYING PROCEEDINGS UNDER EXECUTION 
AGAINST COMPANY BEING WOUND UP. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—I shall be glad if you will allow me to call 
attention to the decision of the Master of the Rolls in 
Re The Artistic Colour Printing Company (Limited), 
noted by you last week. (ante, p. 441). The company 
was being wound up voluntarily, and the application 
was by the liquidator for an injunction to restrain a 
creditor from proceeding to levy execution on a judg- 
ment obtained against the company in the Exchequer 
Division. The Master of the Rolls held that the execu- 
tion was a proceeding in the action, and that sub- 
section (5) of section 24 of the Judicature Act, 1873, 
providing that no cause or proceeding pending in the 
High Court should be restrained, applied; and, accord- 
ingly, that he had no jurisdiction to grant an injunc- 
tion, and that the proper course was to apply to the 
Exchequer Division to stay proceedings. 

Since the decision of the Master of the Rolls in Re 
Peoples’ Garden Company (24 W. R. 40), it has been 
generally admitted that the Chancery Division cannot, 
in a winding up (under section 85 of the Companies 
Act, 1862, or otherwise), restrain actions or proceedings 
pending in the other Divisions, but the notion has existed 
that the issue of, or proceedings under, an execution 
could still berestrained. The following are a few cases 
in point :— 

In ve Perkins Beach Lead Mining Company (26 
W. R. 164, L. R. 7 Ch. D. 371), Bacon, V.C.—sale by 
sheriff under ji. fa. restrained; Ea parte Railway Steel 
and Plant Company (L. R. 8 Ch. D. 183), Hall, V.0.— 
ditto; Vietoria and Fenton Company (Bacon, V.C., 31 
May, 1876, Reg. Lib. B. 914)—issue of execution re- 
strained; Pennesley Mining Company (M.BR., 2 July, 
1877, Reg. Lib. B. 1162)—ditto ; Crown Match Com- 
pany (M.R., 17 April, 1878, Reg. Lib. A. 680)—sheriff 
restrained from selling under fi. fa,; Whitwich Colliery 

Company (M.R., 22: November, 1878, B. 2035)—ditto ; 
Belper Laund Company (Malins, V.C., 6 November, 
1878, Reg. Lib. 1885)—sheriff and purchaser restrained 


from removing goods sold under execution ; In re Stan- 
hope Silkstone Company (27 W. R. 561, L. R. 11 Ch. D. 
160)—in which case the Court of Appeal (discharging an 
order of Fry, J.) granted an injunction restraining a 
judgment creditor from further proceedings under 
garnishee orders. In all these cases the proceedings 
were pending in the Common Law Divisions. 

It was, no doubt, a singular construction of section 24 
that, although the Chancery Division could not restrain 
an action pending in another Division, it could neverthe, 
less deprive the plaintiff of the fruits of his judgment, 
but I do not think that the point now raised was dis- 
cussed in any of the above cases. The recent decision of 
the Master of the Rolls will probably put an end to the 
ptactice of granting such injunctions, and application 
will have to be made in each case to the Division in which 
the action is pending. 

Nevertheless, there can, I think, be little doubt that 
it is more convenient that the Chancery Division should 
have power to stop proceedings against a company 
where a winding-up petition is pending, or where a 


| voluntary winding up is in progress, and it is to be 


hoped that a new rule will be made enabling the Chancery 
Division in such cases to stay proceedings in actions and 
proceedings pending in the other Divisions. 
Lincoln’s-inn, April 13. Francis B, Pater. 





THE NEW FORMS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 
Sir,—As your readers all know, there were recently 
issued to the public new rules and forms, intituled “‘ New 
Rules of the Supreme Court, April, 1880,” the 2nd of 
which rules states that they shall come into operation on 
the 6th day of April, 1880. 
Rule 34 states that a summons at chambers shall be in 
the form H, 1 in the schedule thereto. 
Rule 35 states that the summons shall be prepared by 
the applicant or his solicitor. 
Having had occasion to issue summonses of a special 
nature in the Common Pleas Division about the 9th in- 
stant, I obtained from one of the firms of law 
stationers whose names appear upon the title-page of the 
rules, a number of printed forms of summons aeeording 
to form H. 1 in the schedule, and duly filled them up, 
as therein directed. 

On my presenting one of these summonses to tho 
clerk of the judge at chambers for issuing, he declined to 
issue it, and on my pressing him for his reasons he, to 
my surprise, said an order had been made postponing 
the use of the new forms for a fortnight. 

The consequence was that my time and expense were 
entirely thrown away, and I ultimately had to issue the 
summonses on the old forms. 

I have no doubt that hundreds of solicitors are under 
the same impression with regard to these new forms as I 
was, and I shall, therefore, be glad if you will insert this 
in your next issue in order that others may be warned, 
and so save themselves similar waste of time and money. 
A Soticrror. 





BILLS OF SALE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—I was very much pleased to see from the 
Soxicrrors’ Jovurwat, of the 10th instant, that no person 
would be allowed to inspect or take any extract from 
any of the registers or indices of the filing of bills of sale, 
or any document filed in connection therewith, until he 
has specified in writing to the offidér in charge of the 
register the name against which he wishes to search, 
and has satisfied the officer as fo the object of 
the search. This is certainly most satisfactory, as it 
will, to some extent, prevent the circulation of the so- 
called Trade Protection circulars. A great number of 
the documents filed as bills of sale are, in fact, only con- 
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tracts for hiring, and it seems to me most unfair that 
the name of a person hiring furniture should be adver- 
+ised through the land as if he had given a bill of sale 
over his goods. 

You hint at a list published by authority, but this 
would be only one degree better than the late practice. 
I think it should be left to a person about to deal with 
another to ascertain for himeelf, by search, if his goods 
are protected by a bill of sale or not, 

I trust you will excuse my troubling you on this sub- 
ject. ALPHA. 

Bath, April 14. 

[See observations under the head of “‘ Current Topics.” 
—Ep. S.J.]j 


LEGAL WIDTH OF ROAD, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—(1) A. holds under a building lease a field, along 
‘the edge of which there is a pathway used by the public. 
A. being about to build a wall along the side of the 
field to shut off the pathway from the remainder of the 
field has consulted me with reference to the narrowest 
width of way which it is legally allowable for him to 
leave, 

(2) Under the same lease the lessor has covenanted to 
convert a portion of a pathway over the lessor’s adjoining 
property into a roadway. My client, who is very pre- 
cise, consults me as to the greatest width of roadway his 
lessor is legally compellable to allow. 

Iam not aware that there is any very strictly defined 
width prescribed by law in either case, but I should feel 
obliged if any of your readers would have the goodness 
to assist me with any information on the points, 

A Svusscriper. 











New OrVers, Ete. 


JUDGES’ CHAMBERS. 

Notice with reference to the transfer of business in 
chambers from Rolls-gardens to the Royal Courts of 
Justice, 

On and after Monday next, the 19th of April, a)l sum- 
monses, whether before a judge or master, must be 
attended at the Royal Courts of Justice, and not at the 
Judges’ Chambers in Rolls-gardens. 

All summonses will be issued and orders drawn up on 
‘the ground-floor, 

The judge and masters will sit for the hearing of 
summonses on the court-floor. 

With regard to masters’ summonses, in lieu of the 
present practice, they will be heard by separate masters 
according to the following alphabetical divisions :—A to 
F, G to N, and O to Z, and summonses will be issued 
and orders drawn up accordingly. 

Provision will be made for issuing summonses accord- 
ing to the above alphabetical divisions on Saturday next, 
April the 17th. 

Solicitors and their clerks attending summonses are 
requested to meet in the room No, 81 on the ground- 
floor. 

The room reserved for the bar is No. 100 on the 
court-floor. 








———— 


A very ingenious inyention has been brought to our notice 
for fastening together papers. Itis called McGill's Patent 
Single Stroke Staple Press, and consists of a small pregs, not 
unlike that used for stamping dies. In the end of the lever 
there is placed one of the small brass staple fasteners, of 
which boxes of various sizes are supplied. The corner of the 
papers to be fastened is placed underneath, and by a single 
‘stroke of the hand the staple is thrust through the papers, 
and the ends doubled back into the papers so as to preclude 
the possibility of the fastener coming loose or injuring the hand 
in dealing with the papers. Thereis no difficulty ia securely 
fomuning weeier, with great rapidity, papera of a great 
many . The agents for the invention are Messrs, 
Lotz «& Co., 20, Barbicag, Londos. 2-4 








Cases of the Weck. 


eee 

Forzicn ArracuMent—~Mayor’s Court or City or 
Loxpon.—In a case of The London Joint Stock Bank v. The 
Mayor and Aldermen of London, before the Court of 
on the 8th inst., a curious question arose with reference to the 
custom of “foreign attachment” in the city of London. 
The action was brought by the bank in the on Pleas 
Division, claiming a writ of prohibition, to prohibit the mayer, 
and aldermen, and the judge of the Mayor's Court from 
further proceeding in a process of foreign attachment, 
which had been commenced against the bank in an 
action of debt entered in the yor’s Court by Saab 
Griessell against Thomas Griessell. Immediately after the 
entry of that action, the plaintiff in it issued the procesg 
against the bank, attaching the moneys of the defendant in 
their hands as garnishees. The bank then applied to the 
Common Pleas Division for a rule nisi for a probibition, and 
in answer to their declaration in prohibition, the orporation 
pleaded the ancient custom of foreign attachment of the city 
of London. The plea stated the custom to be that if, in an’) 
action of debt in the Mayor’s Court, the defendant should be 
summoned to appear to answer the plaintiff, and the serjeante. 
at-mace should return that the defendant had nothing 
within the city whereby he might be summoned, and then the 
defendant at the same court should make default, and there- 
upon the plaintiff should testify that some other person 
carrying on business within the city had any goads of the 
— - his custody withia the city, or was indebted to 
the defendant in any sum of money arising or seereing} 
within the city, then the court should command the 
serjeant-atemace to stich the defandant by such gcse 
sum of money; and then ifthe serjeant-at-mace cer 
tlie court the defendant to be attached accordingly, and the 
defendant at that and three other courts then next severally 
holden, being solemnly called, did not appear, bus made 
default, and those four defaults were recorded against aim © 
the plaintiff appeared at each of the four counts, 
at the last of the four courts, or at any court hold 
after the four defaults recorded, at the petition 
the plaintiff, it had been the custom for the court to, 
command the serjeant-at-mace to warn the garni 
to appear at any court afterwards to be holden to sho’ 
cause why the plaintiff ought not to have judgment and 
execution of the goods or debt attached. And, if the 
garnishee, being solemnly called, did not appear, 
bat made default, it had been the custom to award 
the plaintiff to have judgment and execution of the 
goods or debt attached to satisfy the plaintiff's. debt, 
or so much thereof as they would respeotively extend 
to satisfy, the plaintiff giving pledges to restoze the 
same to the defendant if he, within a year and a day, 
came into conrt and disproved the debt claimed by the 
plaintiff. The plea alleged that all the above-mentioned 
preliminary proceedings in default had been taken in the 
action against the defendant Thos. Griessell. The Common 
Pleas Division, upon a demurrer by the bank to the plea, 
decided that a corporation was not within the custom, 
and that the attachment could not be enforced against 
them by means of a fi. fa. (vide L.R. 1 ©. P. D. 2). 
The Court of Appeal, when the case first came before i 
was of opinion that the facts did not sufficiently. > 
referred it to an arbitrator to state the facts in a special 
case. By the case thus stated it appeared that the praetice 
relating to foreign attachment had, for the last two cen- 
turies at least, been entirely different from that which was 
alleged by the plea. The practice had been for the plain- 
tiff simply to enter his action against the defendant. No 
process was issued against the defendant, and no notice 
was given to him of the action or the attachment, but the 
plaintiff made an affidavit of debt and gave information 
that the defendant had goods or money in the hands of a 
garnishee within the jurisdiction. A notice was then 
served on the garnishee, attaching the gagds and 
moneys of the defendant in his hands to answer the 
plaintiff, and warning him not to part with them with- 
out licence of the court. A scire facias was then issued, 
calling on the garnishee to appear aud show gause 
why the plaintiff shoyld not have execution of the 
goods or moneys of the defendant ip bis bands. Thig was 
served on the garnishee, and, if he did no} appear, judgment 
for the plaintiff was given against him by defay!t. If hedid 
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appear, the appearance was recorded, and then a record was 
made up which stated, not only the proceedings which had 
actually taken place, but also all the preliminary proceed- 
ings by default against the defendant, which were set forth 
in the plea, but which never in fact now took place. The 
special case stated that “there is no doubt that the pre- 
liminary proceedings thus fictitiously alleged have, for at 
least two centuries past, ceased to be more than formal, but 
it cannot be ascertained at what precise period they became 
so.” Under these circumstances, the Court of Appeal 
(James, BAcGALLay, and BraMwELL, L.JJ.) held that the 
plea of the corporation had not been proved, and that on 
this simple ground the bank were entitled to judgment in 
prohibition. The corporation had pleaded a certain custom, 
and had averred that it had beenfollowed. It now appeared 
that the —— preliminary proceedings against the defend- 
ant were all a fiction, and that nothing of the kind had 
taken place. The plea was, therefore, not proved. JAMES 
and BramwetL, L.JJ., intimated an opinion (though not a 
final one) that the Common Pleas Division was right in hold- 
ing that the custom did not extend to a body corporate, but 
Baccatiay, L.J., said that, as at present advised, he was 
not disposed to agree with that decision.—Soxicirors, Clarke, 
Rawlins, § Clarke ; T. J. Nelson. 


ences 


Speciric PERFORMANCE— LEAs BY CoMMITTEE OF Ltna- 
TIC—SIGNATURE IN CoMMITTEE’S OWN NaME—VALIDITY— 
Conpition or SaLE—Evipencre oF PERFORMANCE OF CovE- 
NANTS IN LEASE—PRoODUvcTION oF Last RECEIPT FOR RENT— 
Conrinvuinc Breacu or Covenant.—In a case ef Lawrie 
v. Lees, before the Court of Appeal on the 8th inst., a ques- 
tion arose as to the validity of a lease by the committee of a 
lunatic. The demised property belonged to three partners 
in trade, one of whom was a lunatic. The Court of Lunacy 
had authorized the committecs of the estate of the lunatic,.in 
the name and on behalf of the lunatic, to execute the lease. 
The lease purported to be made by the lunatic by the com- 
mittees (naming them) and the other partners, but the com- 
mittees each signed the lease in his own name (not in the 
name of the lunatic), and a seal was placed opposite the name 
of eachof them. The attestation clause stated that the deed 
was signed, sealed, and delivered by the committees, naming 
them as individuals, not as committees. ‘The action was 
brought by a purchaser of the lease against his vendor 
claiming to have the contract for sale declared void, or, in 
the alternative, specific performance of the contract if it 
should appear that the defendant could make a good title to 
the property. Hall, V.C., held that the lease had not been 
duly executed by the committees, and that on this ground a 
good title had not been shown to the lease. The Court of 
Appeal (James, Baccatray, and BramweE 1, L.JJ.) reversed 
this decision, und held that the lease had been duly executed. 
There was nothing, Bramwett, L,J., said, to show that the 
seal was not that of the lunatic. Another objection to the 
title taken in the Court of Appeal arose in this way :—One of 
the conditions of sale provided that “‘the production of the 
last receipt for rent psid shall be taken as conclusive evi- 
dence of the due and satisfactory performance of the lessee’s 
covenents contained in the lease, or the waiver of any breaches 
of the same covenants up to the time: of the completion of 
the purchase, whether the lessor shall be cognizant of such 
breaches (if any) or not.” The lease contained a covenant 
by the lessee to use the whole of the premises as a public- 
house or in connection therewith, and it appeared that he 
had in fact underlet a part of the premises, and that this 
part was used for another purpose. The purchaser contended 
that there being thus a continuing breach of the covenant, 
the condition was not binding on him and a good title was 
not shown. Another condition provided for the production 
of the lease at the sale, and the particulars of eale expressly 
stated the fact of the underletting of a part of the premises. 
The court held that the purchaser was bound by the con- 
dition, and overrnled the ubjection.—Soxicirors, C. F. 
Yorke ; Hunters, Gwatkins, § Haynes. 


Witt—Construction—Lirz InrerEst—Power or D1s- 
ivsition,—In a case of In re Thomson, before the Court of 
—_ on the 9th inst., a testator had, by his will, given 
rea, and personal estate to his wife ‘‘for the term of her 
natural life, to be disposed of as she may think proper for 








her own use and benefit, according tothe nature and quality 

thereof, . . And in the event of her decease, should there be 

anything remaining of the said property, or any part thereof,” 

the testator gave ‘‘the said part or parts thereof” to B. The- 

wife survived the testator, and afterwards died, having made 

a will by which she gave the residue of her real and personal. 

estate to H. The question was whether certain leasehold 

property of the testator passed under the will of the widow 

to H. Hall, V.C., held that, under the will of the testator, 
the widow took a life interest, with a power of disposition 

only during her life, but that she had no power of disposi- 

tion by will, and that, consequently, the leasehold property 

in question passed to B. and to H. This decision was 
affirmed by the Court of Appeal (James, BAGGALLAY, and 

BramMwELt, L.JJ.), who also intimated an opinion that the 
widow took nothing but a life interest, though it was not 
necessary to decide that point, because she had not attempted 

to dispose of the property by deed in her life-time.— 
Soxicirors, Thomson § Edwards ; Brownlow § Howe. 


Booty or Wan—Grant By RoyaL WarRANT FoR Dis- 
TRIBUTION—TRUST—RicHT To Suz iN Hieu Covrt.—In a 
case of Kinloch v. The Secretary of State for India in Councit, 
before the Court of .sppeal on the 13th inst., a question arose- 
as to the right to sue one of the responsible Ministers of the 
Crown for an account of booty taken by the military forces 
of the Crown, which had been by a royal warrant granted. 
to him for distribution among the persons entitled thereto. 
The booty in question was captured in India in the course 
of the war which followed on the mutiny in 1857. By an 
order in council, made in 1864, under the Act 3 & 4 Vict. 
c. 65, the Queen referred it to the judge of the Court of 
Admiralty to determine the persons who were, and the pro-. 
portions in which they were, entitled to share in the booty. 
The judge having determined this, her Majesty, by a royal 
warrant in November, 1866, granted the booty to the Secre- 
tary of State for India in Council, in trust for distribution 
by him, or by any other person or persons whom he 
might appoint among the persons who, according to 
the judgment of the Court of Admiralty, were entitled to 
share in it, And the warrant further directed that, in case 
any doubt should arise in respect of the distribution of the. 
booty or any claim thereto, it should be determined by the 
Secretary of State, or such persons to whom he should refer 
the same, which determination was to be final unless within 
three months, “ we sball be pleased otherwise to order, here~ 
by reserving to ourselves the right to make such order therein: 
as to us shall seem fit.” The plaintiff brought the action 
on behalf of himself and all other persons who under the 
royal grant were entitled to share in the booty, and he 
claimed an account of the booty, and of all sums of money 
paid or applied under the provisions of the grant, and direc- 
tion for the distribution of any balance remaining undis- 
posed of in the defendants’ hands in accordance with the pro-- 
visions of the royal grant. The plaintiff alleged that the 
defendant had still in his hands a large part of the property: 
which he refused to distribute or account for. The Secre- 
tary of State demurred to the statement of claim, Hat, 
V.C., overruled the demarrer, on the ground that, by the 
royal warrant, a trust had been created, and that the Secre- 
tery of State was liable to be sued asa trustee. The Court 
of Appeal (James, BaccaLtay, and BramweEtt, L.JJ), re- 
versed this decision, and allowed the demurrer, holding that. 
no trust, in the legal sense of the word, had been created by 
tke warrant, which was nothing more (as James, L.J., said) 
than a direction by the sovereign authorizing her servant. 
having possession of her money to deal with it in a certain 
way. He was to deal with the money as the agent of the 
Crown, under his responsibllity to Parliament, and subject 
to the liability to account to the Crown and the Parliament.. 
It would be a violation of legal principle for a municipal’ 
court to take upon itself to enforce directions which the 
Crown was minded to Cy to one of the great officers of 
State. The only appeal from his decision was to the Queen 
herself.—Soricrrors, Whitakers § Wovlbert; H. Treasure. 


Practice—Morion to Commit—Costs FixEp By Jupor- 
—In a case of Re Fyfe, before the Master of the Rolls on the 
9th inst., a motion was made to commit the defendant, an 
executor, for non-payment into court of a sum in his hands 
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‘in disobedience to a previous order of the court. No 
“opposition was made to the order, but it was directed not to 
‘be drawn up fora fortnight, to give the executor time for 
‘payment. Counsel for the applicant then asked his lordship 
‘to fix an amount in respect of the costs of the motion, which 
“were payable by the defendant, and his lordship accordingly 
fixed the amount of such costs, after looking at the 
-applicant’s brief, at fiye guineas. JessEt, M.R., said that he 
had ample jurisdiction to assess the costs instead of the 
taxing master, and even against the wish of the respondent. 
He said he frequently did so in chambers, and that the parties 
found the practice very convenient, and, in fact, a saving of 
expense.—SoLicitors, Lanfear § Stewart ; O. B. Wooler. 


Company — Power To PuRCHASE ITs OWN SHARES — 
‘Companies Acts, 1862, 1867, 1877.—In the case of Jn 
ve Dronfield Silkstone Coal Company (Limited), before 
the Master of the Rolls on the 10th inst, an i 
portant question was raised whether a company can, by 
inserting a power to do so in its articles of association, 
purchase its own shares, The vendor to the company had 
entered into an arrangement with them by which the com- 
pany were to purchase, oa certain terms, certain shares issued 
tohim. The transaction was carried out perfectly bond jide, 
and the company were placed on the list of shareholders as 
‘the owners of the shares. The memorandum of association 
contained the usual powers for a coal company, and the 
general clause at the end of its powers, “to do all things 
conducive for the attainment of the above objects.” The 
‘liquidator of the company had now taken out a summons that 
the vendor might be placed on the list of contributories, 
JESSEL, M.R., said that, although he could not but consider it 
-a case of hardship against the vendor, he was bound to decide 
the matter according to his view of the law. He considered 
there were insuperable difficulties in holding such a trans- 
action valid. The first question was whether the company 
had aright to purchase its own shares. It was contended 
that the transaction would come under the words in the 


‘memorandum giving power to do all things “ conducive to 


‘the above objects.” He could not, however, say that these 
‘words would include a general power of trafficking in their 
own shares, which was what was here contended for. There 
was, therefore, no power to purchase its own shares in the 
memorandum, Now, the articles, in his opinion, were 
distinct on the point. There was a distinct power in the 
-articles to traffic in the shares, and that power was, in his 
Opinion, inconsistent with the memorandum, and therefore, 
‘according to the decision of the House of Lords in Ashbury 
Carriage Company v. Riche (L. R. 7 H. L. 653), invalid. 
Another question was whether such a power was not beyond the 
‘the purview of the Companies Acts, and therefore illegal on 
that ground. By section 23 it was pointed out who were to be 
“members” of the company. The subscribers to the memor- 
andum first of all,and then all other persons who had agreed to 
‘be members, and whose names were entered on the register. 
‘He could not see how a company could be a “ member” of its 
own company, and, in his opinion, such a transaction would be 
invalid on that ground. Another question was whether such 
@ purchase would not in effect be a diminution of the 
capital of the company mentioned in the memorandum. 
There was no decided case on the point, but it was plain, 
‘from the judgment of James, L.J., in Hope v. International 
Financial Society, L. R. 4 Ch. 327, that a forfeiture of 
‘shares was not treated in the Act as a diminution of capital. 
As to a surrender of shares there was more difficulty. No 
doubt certain surrenders were allowed, and that must, to a 
certain extent, diminish the capital, but he was not prepared 
to say thata right to accept a surrender could authorize the 
company to buy up its own shares. Lovking at the whole 
purview of the Companies Acts, it was impossible to hold 
‘that a company could buy up its own shares, ‘The result was 
that the transaction was void, and that,the vendor was still a 
shareholder and contributory jin the company. Having re- 
gard to the hardship of the case, he should not order the 
vendor to pay any costs.—Soxicirors, Emmet § Son ; Pilgrim 
§ Phillips, 


MortcGacor and MortcagEe—ForeciosurE AcTION— 
SALe insTEAD or ForectosurE—15 & 16 Vicr. c. 86, s. 48 
—ForM or Jupement.—Ina a case of Robins v. Maclean, 
‘before Fry, J., on the 9th inst., a question arose as to the 


im-. 





proper form of judgment when, in a foreclosure action, the 
court, under the provisions of section 48 of the Act 15 & 16 
Vict. c. 86, at the request of a puisne incumbrancer, directs 
a sale of the mortgaged property instead of a foreclosure. 
The form of judgment given in Seton on Decrees (4th ed.), 
vol. 2, p. 1038, after directing a sale, goes on to direct a 
foreclosure in the ordinary way in case the p' shall 
not have been sold within four months from the date of 
the chief clerk’s certificate of what was due to the plain- 
tiff on his mortgage. Fry, J., directed a foreclosure if 
the property should not be sold within three months from 
the date of the jadgment.—Soricirors, G. Burges ; Combe 
§ Wainwright. 


Mortcacor AND MortGaAcEE—ForECLOSURE—PROPERTY 
TAKEN CoMPULSORILY UNDER Lanps Crauszes AcT—ExtTRa 
Costs or Assessing VAaLUE—Just ALLOWANCES—FoRM OF 
Inquiry.—In a case of Rees v. The Metropolitan Board of 
Works, before Fry, J., on the 9th inst., a question arose as 
to the costs to which a mortgagee would be entitled as ‘‘ just 
allowances” under the ordioary inquiry (vide Seton on 
Decrees, 4th ed., vol. 2, pp. 1072, 1079), “ whether any- 
thing and what is due to the plaintiff for any and what 
costs, charges, and expenses properly incurred by him in re- 
spect of his mortgage security ” not being costs of the action. 
The action was brought by a first mortgagee for a fore- 
closure, the defendants being the mortgagor and some sub- 
sequent mortgagees. The Metropolitan Board of Works, 
who had under their statutory powers agreed to purchase 
the property, were also made defendants, but, on their pay- 
ing the assessed value of the property into court, further 
proceedings were stayed as against them. The plaintiff's 
counsel asked that a special direction might be inserted in 
the judgment that, in taking the account of what was due 
to the plaintiff, there were to be included the extra costs in- 
curred by him on the inquiry as to the value of the property, 
beyond those costs which had been paid to him by the 
Board of Works. Fry, J., held that such a direction 
ought not to be inserted. If the costs in question were 
just allowances, the plaintiff would get them under the 
ordinary form of inquiry ; it they were not just allowances, he 
ought not to have them at all.—Soxicitors, A. R. Steele ; 
Boyce § Ridley. 


Sratote oF Limirations—ActTion To REcoveR ANNUITY 
CuarcGep on Lanp—Disapiuiry—Covertcre—3 & 4 WILL. 
4, c. 27, s. 42—37 & 38 Vicr. c. 57, ss. 1, 3.—In a case of 
Waller v. Tanqueray, before Fry, J., on the 13th inst., the 
action was brought by a married woman, by her next friend, 
to recover the arrears of an annuity charged on land which 
had been devised to her by a will for her separate use 
without power of anticipation. She became entitled to 
the annuity in possession in 1860, and had never received 
any payment of it. The action was commenced in 1879. 
It was objected that the plaintiff's right to sue was 
altogether barred by the expiration of twelve years, under 
section 1 of the Real Property Limitation Act, 1874. On 
the behalf of the plaintiff it was urged that, as she was 
under the disability of coverture, her right to sue was 
preserved by section 3 of the Act. To this it was answered 
that, as the plaintiff could sue in equity by a next friend 
to recover property to which she was entitled for her 
separate use, she was not really under disability in relation 
to the property, though she was under coverture. Fry, J., 
held that the right to sue for the arrears of the annuity 
would have been barred by section 1, on the authority of 
James v. Salter (3 Bing. N. C. 544) a decision upon section 
2 of the Act 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27, but for section 3, and that 
the protection given by section 3 by reason of the disability 
of coverture applied to an equitable right to sue as well as 
toa legal right. The plaintiff, therefore, was still entitled 
to sue ; but, by virtue of section 42 of the Act 3 & 4 Will. 
4, c. 27, she could only recover the arrears of the anauity 
for six years back from the date of the issue of the writ.— 
Soxicitore, H. Grose Smith ; Warry, Robins, § Burgess, 
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Obituary. 


MR. RICHARD WINGIIELD BAKER. 


Mr. Richard Wingfield Baker, barrister, of Orsett Hall, 
Essex, died at Sherborne, Dorsetshire, about a fortnight 
ago, in consequence of injuries sustained by a fall from 
his horse when hunting, in his seventy-ninth year. Mr. 
Baker was the third son of the late Mr. William Wingfield, 
who was for many years a master in chancery, aud who 
assumed the name of Baker by royal licence, his mother 
being a daughter of the second Earl of Digby. He was 
born in 1802. He was educated at Rugby, and at Christ 
Church, Oxford, and he was called to the bar at the Inner 
Temple in 1837. Mr. Baker was secretary of Commissions 
to his brother-in-law, the first Lord Cottenham, when 
Lord Chancellor. In 1857 he contested the Southern 
Division of the county of Essex in the Liberal interest, 
when he defeated Sir William Smyth by seventeen votes. 
At the general election of 1859 he was beaten by Mr. 
Perey Watlington, and in 1865 he was again unsuccessful. 
In 1868 he was returned without opposition, but he was 
defeated again in 1874. He was very popular with «ll 
parties in Essex, being a man of very generous and 
charitable disposition, and a liberal Jandlord. He was a 
magistrate and deputy-lientenant for the county, and was 
high sheriff in 1867. He was elected one of the chairmen 
of quarter sessions for Essex in 1863, but retired from 
that office last year. He was for many years captain of 
the first Essex Artillery Volunteers. Mr. Baker was 
married to a daughter of the late Sir John Hanmer, bart. 


— 


MR. CHRISTOPHER CHESHIRE. 


Mr. Christopher Cheshire, solicitor, of Northwich, died at 
bis residence, Hey Wood, Hartford, on the 29th ult. Mr. 
Cheshire was the son of Mr. John Cheshire, solicitor, of 
Northwich, and he was born in 1819. He was admitted a 
solicitor in 1842,and had practised at Northwich forover 
forty years. He was formerly ir partnership with Mr.Thomas 
Richard Barker, but more recently he wasassociated with his 
son, Mr. Walter Christopher Cheshire, who was admitted a 

Solicitor in 1872, Mr. Cheshire bad a very extensive 
practice, and was a perpetual commissioner for Cheshire, 
elerk to the Northwich Board of Guardians, Assessment 
Committee, and Rural Sanitary Authority, superintendent 
registrar, registrar of the Northwich County Court (Circuit 
No. 7), clerk to the county magistrates, and clerk to the 
East Eddisbury Highway Board. 





MR. WILLIAM SHIELD. 


Mr. William Shield, solicitor, of Uppingham, died at 
Wing, near Oakham, on the 24th ult. Mr. Shield was 
born in 1796. He was admitted a solicitor in 1818, and 
le had practised for many years at Uppingham. He was 
& perpetual commissioner for Rutlandshire, Lincolnshire, 
and Northamptonshire, and he had a very large private 
practice, aud held many important public appointments. 
He was registrar of the Uppingham County Court (Circuit 
No. 10), and coroner for Rutlandshire. He was also clerk 
to the Uppingham Board of Guardians, Assessment Com- 
mittee, andRural Sanitary Authority, superintendent regis- 
trar for the Uppingham District, solicitor to the Upping- 
harn Gas Light and Coke Company, clerk and solicitor to 
the Uppingham Aesociation for the Prosecation of Felons, 
steward of the manor of Liddington, and joint clerk (with 
his s6n Mr. William Thomas Shield, who was admitted in 
1871) to the magistrates of the East Norton Division, Mr. 
Shield was the oldest solicitor in Rutlandshire. 





MR. GEORGE WILLIAM HODGE. 


Mr. George William Hodge, solicitor, died at New- 
eastle-npon-Tyne last week. Mr. Hodge was born ir 


1818, and was admitted a solicitor in 1839, and he had 
practised for over forty years at Newcastle. He was tor 
many years in partnership with Mr. William Harle, but 
more recently he had been associated with Mr. George 
Frederick Westmacott. He was the legal adviser of many 
of the largest commercial firms at Newcastle, and he had 


avery extensive practice in bankruptcy. He was a per- 
petual commissioner for Newcastle-upon-Tyne and the 
counties of Durham and Northumberland, and a member 
of the Incorporated Law Society and the Newcastle Law 
Society. He was also deputy-recorder of the borough and 
deputy-judge of the borough Court of Record. Mr. Hodge 
took an active interest in municipal affairs. He was a. 
metrber of the town council for All Saints’ West Ward: 
from 1862 till 1878, and was for several years chairman 
of the Town Moor and Parks Management Committee.. 
He also served on the Parliamentary Committee, and 
rendered valuable services in the framing of the new bye- 
laws for the corporation. He was sheriff of Newcastle for 
the year 1868-9. His politics were Conservative. Mr. 
Hodge’s health had for some time been failing, and his 
death is universally lamented. He leaves a widow and 
several children. A local journal says of Mr. Hodge :—Mr.. 
Hodge obtained his certificate as a solicitor in 1839, and he 
had long been looked upon and esteemed as one of the ablest 
and soundest lawyers in our town or district. He enjoyed 
a large and Incrative practice, especially in conection 
with shipping and other commercial questions. His great 
coolness and judgment, coupled with his profound legal 
knowledge, won the confidence and respect of his clients, 
as well as of the tribunals before which he practised ; 
while his gentlemanly and courteous demeanour rendered 
him agreeable and readily accessible to all with whom he 
came into contact. He was well versed in bankruptcy 
law ; and in all important cases which were wont to find 
their way into the old Bankruptcy Court in the Arcade, in 
the days of Commissioner Ellison and Commissioner Abra- 
hall, his services were generally found to have been en- 
gaged on either one side or the other, his most powerful 
rival in this respect having been the late Mr. W. Lockey 
Harle. The deceased was a zealous member of the In- 
corporated Law Society; and on the oceasion of the 
meeting of that association in Newcastle many years ago, 
he was chiefly instrumental in carrying to a successfal 
issue the necessary local arrangements. Mr. Hodge was 
for many years closely identified with the service of the 
town. He entered the council as one of the representa- 
tives of West All Saints in the beginning of 1862; and 
it was in November, 1878, that, to the regret of his brother- 
councillors and of many fellow-townsmen, he retired from 
that position. Daring his connection with the corpcration, 
he took an active and intelligent part in the deliberations 
of that body ; and in the municipal year of 1868—69, 
under the mayoralty of the late Mr. Morrison, he dis- 
charged in an efficient manner the office of sheriff. He also- 
for sometimeacted as chairman of the Town Moor and Parks 
Management Committee, and in this capacity his services 
were highly appreciated by his colleagues. In this way, 
and by frequent intercourse with the town clerk, he ac- 
quired an intimate knowledge of corporate law and pro- 
cedure; and when a vacancy occurred in that office by the 
lamented death of Mr. Ralph Park Philipson, general 
disappointment was felt that the state of Mr. Hodge’s 
health did not admit of his becoming a candidate for the 


position. 





MR. WILLIAM WEST’. 


Mr. William West, solicitor, of Bromyard, died at that 
place on the 30th ult. Mr, West was admitted a solicitor 
in 1830, and practised for nearly fifty years at Bromyard. 
He was a commissioner to administer oaths in the Supreme 
Court of Judicature, and a perpetual commissioner for 
Herefordshi re, and he had a very extensive private prac- 
tice. Hewas for many years registrar of the Bromyard 
County Conrt (Cirouit No. 73), and from 1840 till 1877 he 
was clerk to the county magistrates. On his retirement 
from office he was presented by the magistrates of the 
division with a handsome silver service as a testimony to 
the zealous and efficient manner in which he had discharged 
his duties as their clerk. Mr. West retired from practice 
about two years ago. He was buried at Bromyard on the 
5th inst. 


ae 


MR. JOHN DOBEDE TAYLOR. 
Mr. John Dobede Taylor, solicitor, of Bishops Stortford, 





died at his residence at that place on the 6th inst. Mr. 
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Taylor was born in 1812, and was admitted @ solicitor in 
1883, and he had ever sinee practised at Bishops Stortford. 
He was originally in partnership with Mr. John Johnstone, 
and at a later date was associated with Mr. William 
Gee and Mr. Joseph Fairman, but more recently he had 
practised alone. The deceased had a large business. He 
was @ perpetual commissioner for Kesex and Hertfordshire, 
and held many importaut appointments, being clérk to the 
county magistrates, to the Comniissioners of L 
Assessed, and Income Taxes, to the Bishops Stortford Burial 
Board, and to the trustees of the parish charities, solicitor 
to the Bishops Stortford Market Company and Gas Com- 
pany, and to the Stanstead Association for the Prosecution 
of Felons, and steward of the manors of Ugléey, Tednam- 
bary, Bentfieldbury, and Battles Hall. He was also for 
several years superintendent registrar and clerk to the 
Bishops Stortford Board of Guardians. 


MR. ROBERT NORRIS. 


Mr. Robert"Norris, solicitor, died at Liverpool on the 
4th inst. Mr. Norris was the son of Mr. Robert Norris, 
solicitor, the founder of an extensive legal business at 
Liverpool, and was born in 1830. He served his articles 
with his father, and was admitted a solicitor in 1852, and 
had practised at Liverpool for twenty-eight years. He was 
formerly associated-with his father, and at a later date he 
was joined by his brother, the late Mr. George Nortis. Mr. 
Norris was a commissioner to administer oaths in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature. His practice was large and he 
enjoyed the confidence of many of the leading members of 
the mercantile community at Liverpool. is son, Mr. 
Robert Norris, jun., was admitted a solicitor in 1877. 


MR. JOSHUA BIRD ALLEN. 


Mr. Joshua Bird Allen, one of the chief clerks in the 
Chancery Division, died at his residence, 29, Queen’s-gardens, 
Bayswater, on the 10th inst. Mr, Allen was the son of 
Mr. Joshua Julian Allen, solicitor, and was born in 1823. 
He was educated at St. Paul’s School and at Trinity College, 
Cambridge, and he was called to the bar at the Inner 
Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1847. He practised for about 
eight years as an equity draftsman and conveyancer, but he 
afterwards withdrew from the bar, and became articled to 
his father. He was admitted a solicitor in 1858, and 
practised for over ten years at 20, Bedford-row, in part- 
nership with his father and with his younger brother, Mr. 
Charles John Allen, In 1869, he was appointed by Vice- 
Chancellor James to be one of his chief clerks, and he dis- 
charged the same office in the chambets of Vice-Chancellor 
Bacon until his death, Mr. Allen was married to the 
daughter of Lieutenant-Colonel William Morison. His son, 
Mr. William Bird Allen, was called to the bat at Lincoln’s 
Inn, in Jane, 1876, and practises in the Chancery Division. 





Appotnturents, Ete. 


The Marauis or Batu has been elected Chairman of the 
Wiltshire Quarter Sessions. 


Mr. Taomas CrayuHitts, solicitor, of Darlington, has 
been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the 
Acknowledgments of Married Women for the County of 
Durham and the North Riding of Yorkshire. 

Mr. Jonn Crayton, solicitor, of Manchester and Ashton- 
under-Lyne, has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner 
for Lancashire for taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds 
by Married Women. 


Mr. Jonn Txomeson Firzapam, barrister, has b een 
appointed Recorder of the Borough of Wigan, in succession 
to Mr. Joseph Catterall, resigned. Mr. Fitaadam is the son 
of the late Mr, John Fitzadam, barrister, formerly recorder 
of Wigan, and was born in 1834, He was called to the bar 
at the Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1859, and he practises 
on the Northern Circuit and atthe Lancashire, Liverpool, and 
Wigan Sessions. 


Mr’ Cuartes Henry L¥emina, solicitor, of Halifax, has 
been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the 





Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women for the 
West Ridiug of Yorkshire. 


Mr. Evstace Witt1am Owtes, solicitor, of No. 22, 
Chancery-lane, and Beckenham, Kent, has been élected a 
Member of the Beckenham Local Board. 


Mr. Roczr Monrcomerte, advocate, has been appointed 
Deputy Clerk Register of Scotland, in succession to Mr. 
William Pitt Dundas, resigned. Mr. Montgomerie is the 
third son of the late Mr. William Eglinton Montgomerie, 
of Anne’s Lodge, Ayrshire, and was born in 1828. He-was 
educated at Rugby and at St. John’s College, Cambridge, 
and he was called to the bar at Edinburgh. Mr. Mont- 
gomerie has been for several years an advocate depute. 
He was elected M.P. for South Ayrshire in the Conservative 
interest in 1874, but retired at the recent dissolution. 


Dr. Tuomas Sprnks, Q.C., has been appointed by the Right 
Hon. Sir James Hannen to the office of Registrar of the 
York District Probate Registry of the High Court of Jus- 
tice, in succession to Mr. Joseph Buckley, deceased. Dr, 
Spinks was educated at Merchant Taylors’ School and at 
St. John’s College, Oxford, where he graduated third class 
in classics in 1845, and he afterwards proceeded to the 
degree of D.C.L. He was admitted a member of the 
College of Advocates in Doctors’ Commons in 1849, and he 
was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas 
Term, 1858. Dr. Spinksis the author of a volume of Admir- 
alty Reports. He became a Queen’s Counsel in 1866, and 
he is a bencher of the Inner Temple. 


Mr. NatHantet SrrtcKLaNp, solicitor, of Bristol, has 
been elected Vestry Clerk of the parish of St. Paul's, Bristol. 
Mr. Strickland was admitted a solicitor in 1878, and is in 
partnership with Mr. James Livett Daniell. 


Mr. Vincent THomaAs THompson, barrister, has been 
appointed Deputy-Recorder of the Borough of Leeds. Mr. 
Thompson is the son of the late Serjeant Joha Vincent 
Thompson. He was educated at Trinity College, Cambridge, 
and he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity 
Term, 1858. He isa member of the North-Eastern Circuit, 
practising locally at Leeds. 


Mr. JoHn ALEXANDER TILLEARD, solicitor (of the firm of 
Watney, Tilleard, & Freeman), of 34, Clement’s-lane, has 
been elected Vestry Clerk of the Parish of All Hallow's 
Staining, on the resignation of his partner, Mr. Jobn 
Watney, who is clerk to the Mercers’ Company. Mr. 
Tilleard was admitted a solicitor in 1874. 


Mr. Joun Tyson, solicitor, of Barrow-in-Farness, 
Dalton, and Ulverston, kas been elected Clerk to the 
Dalton Local Board. Mr. Tyson was admitted a solicitor 
in 1879. 

Mr. Georce BeREsrorD TURNER, solicitor (of the firm of 
Turner, Deane, & Elwes), has been appointed by the 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster to be Steward of the 
Manors of High Easter, Pleshey, and Dedham, in succession 
to his father, the late Mr. Sayers Turner. Mr. G. B. Turner 
was admitted a solicitor in 1872. 


NEW LEGAL M.P’S. 


Mr. Henry GeorcE ALLEN, Q.C., who has been elected 
M.P. for the Pembroke Boroughs in the Liberal interest, is 
the second son of the late Mr. John Hensleigh Allen, of 
Cresselly, Pembrokeshire, and was born in 1816. He was 
educated at Christ Church, Oxford, where he graduated 
third class in classics, and he was called to the bar 
at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1841. Mr. Allen has 
recently received a silk gown. He is a member of the 
South Wales and Chester Circuit, and he was for many 
years recorder of the borough of Andover. Mr. Allen is 
a magistrate and chaitman of quatter sessions for Pem- 
brokeshire. 


Mr. Marston CrarkeE Buszarp, Q.C., who has been 
elected M.P. for the borough of Stamford in the Liberal 
interest, is the eldest son of Dr. Marston Buszard, of Lut- 
terworth. He was educated at Rugby, and at Trinity 
College, Cambridge, where he graduated as a senior 
optime and in the third class of the clasgieal tripos in 
1860. He also obtained a second class in the LL.B. exami- 
nation in the same year, aud the Chancellor's Medal for 
legal studies in 1863. He was called to the bar at the 
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Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1862, and is a member of 
the Midland Circuit. He became a Queen’s Counsel in 
1877. 

Mr. Antuur Couey, Q.C., who has been elected M.P. for 
the borough of Southwark in the Liberal interest, is the son 
of the late Mr. Benjamin Cohen, of Richmond, Surrey, and 
wasborn in 1830. He was educated at University College, 
London, and at Magdalen College, Cambridge, where he 
graduated Fifth Wrangler in 1853, and he was called to 
the bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1857, 
having in the previous May obtained an open studentship. 
He practises on the Sonth-Eastern Circuit, and he became 
@ Queen’s Counsel in 1874. Mr. Cohen is a bencher of the 
Inner Temple, judge of the Cinque Ports, and one of the 
counsel to the University of Cambridge. 


Mr. Horace Davey, Q.C., who has been elected M.P. 
for the borough of Christchurch in the Liberal interest, is 
the son of Mr. Davey, of Hineton, Buckinghamshire, and 
was born in 1833. He was educated at Ragby, and he 
was formerly Fellow of University College, Oxford, where 
he graduated double first (classics and mathematios) in 
1856, and he obtained the Johnson Mathematical Scholar- 
ship in 1857, the Senior Mathematical Scholarship in 1858, 
and the Eldon Law Scholarship is 1859. He was called 
+o the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1861, and he 
became a Queen’s Counsel in 1877. Mr. Davey practises 
in the Rolls Court. He is a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn, and 
standing counsel to the University of Oxford. 


Mr. Wriu1aM Davies, the newly-elected Liberal member 
for Pembrokeshire, is the senior member of the firm of 
Davies & Co., of Haverfordwest, and la, Frederick’s-place, 
Old Jewry, London. Mr, Davies is a justice of the peace, 
and deputy-lieutenant of Pembrokeshire, and a justice of 
Haverfordwest. He contested the county in the Liberal 
interest in 1876, but, as the ballot was taen comparatively 
unknown, was unsuccessful. The county of Pembroke has 
not been represented by a Liberal for the last two hundred 
years. 


Sir ANDREW FarrBasRN, Knight, who has been elected 
M.P. for the Eastern Division of the West Riding of York- 
shire in the Liberal interest, is the son of Sir Peter Fair- 
bairn, of Leeds, and was born in 1828. He was educated 
at St. Peter’s College, Cambridge, where he graduated as 
@ wrangler in 1850. He practised for several years on the 
Northern Circuit, and at the West Riding and Leeds Ses- 
sionf, and he was mayor of Leeds in 1866 and 1867. He 
was knighted in 1868 on the opening by the Prince 
of Wales of the Leeds Art Exhibition. Sir A. Fairbairn 
is @ magistrate for Leeds and for the West Riding of 
Yorkshire, and he was chairman of the Leeds School 
‘Board from 1870 till 1878. 


Mr. Cyrit Frower, barrister, who has been elected 
M.P. for the borough of Brecon in the Liberal interest, is 
the eldest son of Mr. Philip William Flower, of Streatham, 
and was born in 1843. He was educated at Harrow, and 
is an M.A. of Trinity College, Cambridge. He was called 
to the bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1870, 
and was a member of the Norfolk Cironit. 


Mr. Epwarp Witi1am Hottonp, barrister, who has 
been elected M.P. for the borough of Brighton in the Lib- 
eral interést, is the second son of the Rev. Edmund Hol- 
lond, of Benhall Lodge, Suffolk, and was born in 1843, 
He was educated at Harrow and at Trinity College, 
Cambridge, where he graduated as a junior optime in 
1863. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
Hilary Term, 1866, and is a member of the Midland 
Circuit. 

Mr. Witr1aM THackeray Marnriort, Q.C., who has been 
elected M.P. for the borough of Brighton in the Liberal 
interest, is the son of Mr. Christopher Marriott, of 
Orumprall, Manchester, and was born in 1834. He is a 
graduate of St. John’s College, Cambridge, and he was 
called to the bar at Linooln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1864. 
He is a member of the Sonth-Eastern Circuit, and he has 
also practised at the Parliamentary bar. 


Mr, Cuartzs Bensamin Bricut McLaren, barrister, 
who has been elected M.P. for the borough of Stafford in 
the Liberal interest, is the third son of Mr. Duncan McLaren, 
M.P. for Edinburgh. He was born in 1849, and is an M.A, 





of the University of Edinburgh. He was called tothe bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 1874, and practises on 
the Home Circuit. 


Mr. Joun McLaren, advocate, who has been elected 
M.P. for the borough of Wigtown in the Liberal interest, is 
the eldest son of Mr. Duncan McLaren, M.P, for Edinburgh. 
He was born in 1831, and was educated at the University of 
Edinburgh. He was called to the bar in Scotland in 1856, 
and for several years held the office of Sheriff of Chancery 
in Scotland. 


Mr. ALEXANDER Henry Ross, barrister, who has been 
elected M.P. for the borough of Maidstone in the Conserva- 
tive interest, is the son of Mr. Charles Ross, M.P., and was 
born in 1829, He is an M.A. of Christ Church, Oxford. 
He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity 
Term, 1854, and he is a magistrate for Middlesex. 


Mr. Water MotEsworts St. Avusyn, barrister, who has 
been elected M.P. for the borough of Helston in the Con- 
servative interest, is the third son of the Rev. Hender 
Molesworth St. Aubyn, of Clowance, Cornwall, and was 
born in 1838. He was educated at Christchurch, Oxford, and 
he was called to the bar at J.incoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 
1863. He practises on the Western Circuit, and also at 
the Central Criminal Court, and at the Devonshire, Exeter, 
Plymouth, and Devonport Sessions. Mr. St. Aubyn has 
acted as a revising barrister, and he is prosecuting counsel 
to the Mint for Devonshire. 


Mr. Hueu Suretp, who has been elected M.P. for the 
borough of Cambridge in the Liberal interest, is the second 
son of Mr. John Shield, of Stotes Hall, near Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, and was born in 1831. He is a fellow of Jesus 
College, Cambridge, where he graduated in the first class 
of the classical tripos in 1854. He was also placed in the 
first class in the moral sciences tripos in 1855, and he 
obtained the Chancellor’s medal for legal studies in 1857. 
He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple at Gray’s- 
inn in Hilary Term, 1860, when he obtained an open 
studentship, and he practised’on the North-Eastern Circuit. 


The Hon. Epwarp Lyutrn Srantey, barrister, who has 
been elected M.P. for the borough of Oldham in the Liberal 
interest, is the third son of the second Lord Stanley of 
Alderley, and was born in 1839. He was educated at Eton, 
and was formerly fellow of Balliol College, Oxford, where 
he graduated first class in classics in 1861. He was called 
to the bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1865, 
and he is a member of the Northern Circuit. Mr. Stanley 
is a member of the School Board for London for the Maryle- 
bone Division. 


Mr. Tuomas Cuartes THompson, barrister, who has been 
elected M.P. for the city of Durham in the Liberal intere-t, 
is the only son of Mr. Thomas Thompson, of Fawcett House, 
Durham, and was born in 1821. He was educated at 
Harrow and at the University of Durham, and he was called 
to the bar at the Middle Temple in Easter Term, 1844. 
Mr. Thompson is a magistrate for the county of Durham. 
He was elected M.P. for the city of Durham in 1874, but 
was afterwards unseated on petition. 

Mr. Coartes Nicnonas Warton, barrister, who has been 
elected M.P. for the borough of Bridport in the Conserva- 
tive interest, is the eldest son of the late Mr. Charles 
Warton, of Burwash, Sussex, and was born in 1832. He was 
educated at University College School and at Clare College, 
Cambridge. He wascalled to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn iu 
Trinity Term, 1861, and is a member of the South-Eastern 
Circuit. 


Mr. Witi1aM Witus, LL.D., Q.C., who has been elected 
M.P. for the borough of Colchester in the Liberal interest, 
is the son of Mr. William Willis, of Luton, and was born in 
1835. He was educated at Huddersfield College, and is an 
LL.D. of the University of London, where he obtained the 
gold medal in 1865. He was called to the bar at the Inner 
Temple in Trinity Term, 1861, having in the previous 
November obtained an open studentst#p, and he is a member 
of the South-Eastern Circuit. He became a Queen’s Counsel 
in 1877, and he is @ bencher of the Middle Temple. 
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Companies. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 


Jornt Stock ComPanizs, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


Artistic Cotourn Printrnc Company, Limitep.—Petition for winding 
up presented Apr. 5, directed to be heard before the M.R., on April 
17. Wilkinson and Howlett, Bedford-street, Covent Garden, soli- 
citors for the petitioners 

Normanton Iron anp Sreet Company, Liurrep.—Petition for 
winding up presented Apr 7, directed to be heard before the M.R., 
on Apr17. Singleton aud Tattershall, Great James st, agents for 
Harrison and Beaumont, Wakefield, solicitors for the petitioning 
company 

‘Sour Dorornea State Quarry Company, LimiTep.—Petition for 
winding up presented Apr 6, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall, 
° Apr 16. Robinson and Co, Gracechurch st, solicitors tor the peti- 
tioner 

‘Trimtry Hatt, Live Works AND CagRGwRLE SAND QUARRIES, 
Limitep.—Petition for winding pp presented Apr 12, directed to be 
heard before V.C. Hall,onApr 23. Hamlin and Grammer, Staple 
inn, agents fur Cartwright, Chester, solicitor for the petitioner 

(Gazette, Apr. 9.] 


Ere@ar Sitver Leap Mining Company, Limtrep.—By an order made 
by the M.R. dated Apr 6, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Blaxland and Son, Lincoln’s inn fields, agents for. Hughes 
and Sons, Aberystwith, solicitors for the petitioners 

Travers’ BaNKING AND Suppty Company, Liwirep.—By an order 
made by V.C, Hall, dated Apr 6, it was ordered that the above com- 
pany be weund up, Hindson-Miller and Vernon, Moorgate st, soli- 
citors for the petitioner 

(Gazette, Apr. 13,] 


Frrienpiy Societies Dissoivep, 
CLuneusForD Friznpiy Society, Kangaroo Inn, Aston-on-Clun, 
Salop. Apr 10 





Souciettes. 


LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


A meeting of the proprietors of the above society was held 
on Friday the 9th inst., at the offices, Fleet-street. Mr. 
Francis THomas Bircwam presided, and there was a large 
-attendance, 

The CHatRMAN, in moving the adoption of the report, 
alluded to the regret which he was sure must be felt at the 
loss which the directors had sustained through the death 
of Mr. Clement Francis, who was one of the directors. He 
thought that the fact that at the end of another quin- 

uennium they were all gainers in proportion to the amount 
they had contributed to the society, for that was the rule 
adopted, was a matter for congratulation. He then re- 
capitulated the manner in which it was proposed to deal 
with the profits, as explained in the report, and, in 
referring to the general results of the working of the 
society as therein set forth, remarked that they had paid 
upwards of 30 per cent. on the amount originally assured. 
Meetings would be held on the 23rd and 30th of the month 
to confirm the result of their proceedings that day, and 
early in May, therefore, the policy-holders would have been 
credited with the amount of the reversionary bonus due to 
them, and the proprietors would have received their divi- 
dend in the shape of cash. With regard to the modifica- 
tions which had been made, it was found that the society 
lost young lives by the high premium which was required, 
as they were acting, as late as 1875, upon the tables 
upon which they commenced operations in 1823. 
committee of the directors was appointed, and they had 
the able and satisfactory advice of their own actuary 
‘upon the subject, but did not feel it necessary to go beyond 
him before arriving at the conclusion that a change ought 
to be made, These tables worked well, but there was no 
great departure from those formerly in use. He hoped 
‘that he who might address them five years hence would be 
-able to tell them as good astory as that to which they had 
now listened. They were a proprietary office, and no 
doubt one of the burdens they had to bear was to contend 
against mutual offices, which proposed to give better profits. 
Proprietors should be the agents and creators of the busi- 
ness, and he was afraid that it was the extent of their 
success which made them a little lethargic. There was 
not a sufficient accretion of business. They held their 


own, but did not get that increase which, by the exertion 








of the proprietors, they might and should have. They 
had a great struggle with one feature, which was doing 
much to attract business to inferior offices—viz., the scale 
of commissions. He had himself received a circular 
offering him 15 per cent. on the amount assured, and 5 per 
cent. on life renewals. They could not compete with 
that sort of thing, but if the proprietors would only do 
however little to endeavour to increase business, they 
could do more than these agents ever succeeded in effecting 
for the offices they represented. On the part of hia col- 
leagues and himself he could promise to devote all the 
attention they could to the society’s affairs and the pro- 
prietors themselves must promise some attention to their 
own interests. 

Mr. Joun Swirt seconded the adoption of tke report. 

— suggested whether annual bonuses could not 
be paid. 

Mr. Watters pointed out that it would be impossible to 
have an annual bonus without an annual valuation. He 
thought that the £10,000 which had been set apart as a sus- 
pense fund should be divided. If it were retained as an 
extra guarantee it was a mere fleabite, but it was equivalent 
to £1 per share. He would move an amendment that this 
sum be divided. 

Mr. Pappon said he would second it. 

Mr. Beppome also supported the proposition, remarking 
that the society had ample means of securing everybody to 
the fullest extent. 

The CxarrMAn said that with regard to the question of 
an annual bonus, that was inquired into some years ago, and 
with every disposition to entertain it, the directors found that 
there were considerable legal difficulties in the matter, and 
practically a reason against it was, thatin making annual 
valuations they would have to deal with fluctuating circum- 
tances, but if spread over five years the averages could be 
taken. With regard to the £10,000, if it should please the 
proprietors to recommend that this sum be divided with the 
£12 they were about to receive, he would suggest that it 
should not be an amendment, but should be in the form of a 
recommendation, which the directors would treat asa com- 
mand and act upon accordingly. 

The report was then adopted. 

Mr. Watters then moved, and Mr. Pappon seconded, 
‘¢That the proprietors recommend the directors that the 
£10,000 in the guarantee fund, proposed to be retained as a 
protective suspense fund, be divided among the proprietors 
with the amount of bonus proposed in the report.” 

The motion was carried, and a vote of thanks to Mr. Davis 
and his colleagues, and to the chairman and other directors, 
terminated the meeting. 








Law Students’ Sourmatl. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
EASTER AND TrINITY Course oF LectuRgs, 1880. 
Prospectus of the Lectwres of the Professors. 

The Professor of Roman Law will deliver, during the 
ensuing educational term, a course of six lectures on the 
Roman law of contracts. 

The first lecture of this course will be delivered on Monday, 
the 12th of April, 1880, at 3.15 p.m. The subsequent lec- 
tures will be delivered on Thursdays and Mondays at the 
same hour. 

Nore.—The lectures will be suspended after Thursday, 
the 29th of April, and be resumed on Monday, the 31st of 
May, at 3 p.m. 

JURISPRUDENCE, 

The Professor of Jurisprudence, Constitutional Law, and 
Legal History will, during the ensuing educational term, 
deliver eight lectures on leading cases and debates in con- 
stitutional law. 

The first lecture of this course will be delivered on 
Monday, the 81st of May, 1880, at 3 p.m., and the sub- 
sequent lectures at the same hour on Thursdays and 
Mondays. 

Equity. 

The Professor of Equity will, during the ensuing educa- 
tional term, deliver a course of twelve lectures upon “ The 
application of equity to the subjects in which, previous to 
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the 1st of November, 1875, it operated as auxiliary to or 
corrective of common law.” 

The first lecture will be delivered on Friday, the 9th of 
April, 1880, at 4.15 p.m., and the subsequent lectures at the 
same hour on Wednesdays and Fridays. 

Nore.—The lectures in this subject will be suspended 
after Wednesday, the 28th of April, and be resumed on 
Wednesday, the 2nd of June, at the usual hour. 

Law oF Reat AND PersonaL PROPERTY. 

The Professor of the Law of Real and Personal Property 
will deliver, during the ensuing educational term, twelve 
lectures on the following subject:—The law of executors 
and administrators. 

The first lecture will be delivered on Saturday, the 10th 
of April, 1880, at 3.15 p.m. 

The subsequent lectures on this subject will be delivered 
on Tuesdays at 4.15 p.m., and Saturdays at 3.15 p.m. 

Nore.—The lectures in this sabject will be suspended 
after Tuesday, the 27th of April, and be resumed on 
Tuesday, the Ist of June, at the usual hour. 


Common Law. 

The Professor of Common Law will deliver, during the 
ensuing educational term, twelve lectures on charter-party 
and bills of lading. 

The first lecture will be delivered on Monday, the 12th 
of April, 1880, at 4.15 p.m. 

The subsequent lectures on this subject will be delivered 
on Thursdays and Mondays at the same hour. 

Nore.-~The lectures in this subject will be suspended after 
Thursday, the 29th of April, and be resumed on Thursday, 
the 3rd of June, at the usual hour. 


Easter Examination, 1880. 

GewneRaL Examination of Srupents of the Inns of Court, 
held at Lincoln,s-inn Hall, on the 16th, 17th, 18th, and 
19th of March, 1880. 

The Council of Legal Education have awarded to the 
following students certificates that they have satisfactorily 
passed a public examination: —~Syud Abdur-Bahman, 
Edmund Wilson Baroes, Henry Conway Belfield, 
Christoffel Juseph Brand, John Kendall Brooke, William 
Fowler Carter, Edward Cunliffe-Owen, William Daniell, 
Thomas Edward Ellison, John Blackburn Fergus- 
son, Paul Henry Foley, William Foord-Kelcey, Henry 
Archibald Forman, Walter Frith, John Digby Gordon, 
Frederick Arthur Hyndman, Edward Allvey Jennings, 
James Gordon Jones, Rudolf Chambers Lehman, Amyas 
Philip Longstaffe, Francis Lowrey, Frederick Mote, Leonard 
Gaskell Pike, Charles Marston Rose, Peary Lall Roy, 
Charles Lionel Sandars, Hugh Francis Seymour, Joseph 
Smith, Henry Reynolds Solly, Edwyn Francis Scudamore 
Stanhope, St. John Stephen, Galfrid Henry James Tayleur, 
Louis Stephen White, John Wingfield, and Edward John Eve- 
leigh Wyndham, of the Inner Temple; Jerome Alberga, 
Sidney Adolphus Boyd, Francis Leicester Butler, Ulric 
Emmanuel E. Charlton, John George Cox, Archibald James 
Forman, Oliver Armstrong Fry, Juliug Berkeley Hallé, 
William Edward Johnston, John Walter Jones, Lewis Levy, 
Edward Armfield Marrow, Charles Newton, Robert Colia 
Ringrote, Geoffrey Peter St. Aubyn, Harry Fiennes Speed, 
and Robert Armstrong Yerburgh, of the Middle Temple ; 
Wyndbam Anstis Bewes, William Craddock Bolland, Arthar 
Christopher Capel, Ralph Hawtrey Deane, Edward Russell 
James Gambeir-Howe, Mohammed Hussein Hakim, Henry 
Hobhouse, ‘Thomas Raffles Hughes, Charles James Black- 
burn Lowe, Frank Alexander Milne, Krishna Nath Mitra, 
Samuel Moss, Charles Norris Nicholson, George Frederick 
Roumiev, and John Hartley Sandwith, of Lincoln’s-inn, 

8. 

The following students passed a satisfactory examina- 

tion in Roman law :—Wilfred Brinton, Henry Herbert 

Browell, Joseph Yelverton Dawbarn, Atthur Denmad, 

George Hilieott, Herman Erchisen, Charles Frederick 

Gos, Sir John Alexander Hanham, Perey Ambrose 

Sewell Hickie, Henry Gordon Jeaffreson, Charles Moore 

Kennedy, Geofge Soames Layard, William Llewellin, 

James Challenor Lynch, William Henry MacGeorge, Henry 

Gordon Mackenzie, Bannatyne Macleod, Hon. John William 

Mansfield, George St. John Mildmay, James Mason Mulgan, 

William Charles Niblett, John Henry Peartree, Arthur 

Pierre Poley, Walter John Deacon Radcliffe, Rees Jenkin 

Rbys, Montague Shearman, Jobn Frederick Symons-Jeune, 





Cecil Arthur Tennant, Thomas Marchant Williams, Howel’ 
Wills, and Walter Baldwyn Yates, of the Inner Temple ; 
John Thomas Blaze, Arthur Travers Fawcett, Richard 
Thomas Higgins, Clarendon George Hyde, Henry Hamilton 
Lawless, Michael John Michael, Reginald Cantley Saunders, 
William Thomas, Thomas Arthur Wallis, Valentine Hussey 
Walsh, and Arthur Thomas Winn, of the Middle Temple ; 
Edwin Ffoulkes Ball, Edward Sumner Bird, Henry James 
Broun, John Henry Chapmam, Maurice Des Graz, John 
Duthie, Charles Gregson Ellis, Harry Trelawney Eve, 
William Bates Ferguson, William Dunn Gainsford, Thomas 
Olver Harding, Arthur Moss Lawrence, John Wanklyn 
McConnell, Samuel Moore, Henry William Hayes Redwar,,. 
and Robert Forsyth Scott, of Lincoln’s-inn, Esq&. 
By order of the Council, 
igned S. H. Watpote, Chairman. 

Council Chamber, Lincoln’s-inn, April 5. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held at Clement’s-inn Hall 
on the 7th inst. The Cardiff Law Students’ Society wasadmitted 


into union. The secretary’s report for the last quarter was- 


read and adopted. Mr. Rawlings then opened the subject for 
debate—‘‘ That the union between Church and State should 
be abolished ’’—in the affifnrat ive, and was supported by Mr. 
J. Ashton Cross, while Messrs. R. B. D. Acland, N. Synnott, 
G. White, C. Parsons, and Eustace Smith opposed. Mr. 
Whitehouse then proposed, and Mr. R. G. Templer seconded, 
the adjournment of the debate until Wednesday next, when 
it is hoped that the attendance of members will be large. 

The following is the report of the hon. secretary for the 
quarter ending March 31 :— 

I beg to lay before you my report for the quarter ending 
March 31, which will, I trust, prove satisfactory to you. 

Ten meetings have been held at Clement’s-inn Hall for 
the purposes of debate. The average attendance at these 
meetings has been twenty-six, which is in advance of the 
average in former years. The discussions have been generally 
animated, and there has been a marked increase in the 
number of members both willing and anxious to speak. 
From the subjects discussed I have selected the following, 
as having excited the keenest interest :—A motion approving 
of the action of the Incorporated Law Society and Inns of 
Court in excluding women from their examinations, which 
was lost by two votes; a motion condemning the execution 
of military prisoners in Afghanistan, which was carried by 
two votes ; a motion proposing to establish a school of law 
for the joint education of bar students and articled clerks, 
which was carried by two votes; a motion that Lord 
Beaconsfield and his Government do not deserve the confid- 
ence of the country, which, after being twice adjourned, was 
finally carried by a majority of two. 

Thirty new members have been elected at these meetings, 
of whom three were barristers, four solicitors, nine bar stn- 
dents, twelve articled clerks, and two members of societies in. 
union with your society. 

On the 14th of January the James Prize was announced: 
as having been awarded to your secretary by Mr. Montague: 
Cookson, Q.C., who had kindly consented to act as umpire ; 
the essay sent in by Mr. T’. Eustace Smith being highly com- 
mended, 

On the 4th of Febuary Mr. E. H. Quicke, then secretary 
for the societies in union, brought forward a motion for 
giving a second prize of three guineas, in addition to the one 
now existing, at the annual competition for the Union Prize. 
The motion was carried. 

On the 25th of February, Mr. Farrer Herschell, Q.C. 
M.P., presided at the inaugural meeting of the society, and 
was supported by distinguished members of both branches of 
the profession. We are, I think, justified in considering the 
meeting as having been again this year a decided success. 

On the 3rd of March Mr. W. Dowson was appointed 
secretary for societies in union in the place of Mr. E. H. 
Quicke, resigned. I feel confident that you will, in common 
with the various societies in union, betnanimous in regretting 
the retirement of an officer who has been indefatigably con- 
scientious in the management of the affairs of his department. 

Six meetings have been held at the Law Institution, which 
have, I consider, been marked by improvement, both in attend- 
ance and arguments ; a paper is to be read this month on the 
Law of Infants, by Mr. C. Kains-Jackson, and your committee 
feel that the society would be much indebted to any other 
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gentleman who would undertake to read similar papers at 


these ——.. 
The other departments of the society are, I understand, in 
fair working order. W. C. Owny, Hon. Sec. 





On Wednesday night the adjourned debate on the Dis- 
establishment question was brought to a conclusion by a 
vote in favour of the present union between Church and 
State being maintained. The advocates of Disestablishment 
st the adjourned debate were Messrs. Mott-Whitehouse, 
Pain, Rundle Levy, and Beaumont Morrice ; its opponents, 
Messrs. St. John Mildmay, Bateman Napier, Kains-Jackson, 
Harvey, Robinson, and Maxwell. There was a good atten- 
dance, and the debate was not concluded until a late hour. 





BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting cf this society was held on Tuesday, April 
6, in the Law Library, Mr. W. S. Allen inthe chair. A 
vote of thanks was passej to Mr. W. Showell Rogers for 
his valuable services as hon. treasurer and hon. secretary 
of the society. After the election of several members and 
the addition of books to the library, a debate took place on 
the following moot point :—* A testator bequzaths a share 
of residue to A. with a gift over to B. on the death of A., 
‘without having actually received his share, whether the 
same shall have become due and payable or not.’ Is the 
gift over to B. valid ?”’—Martin v. Martin (14 W. BR. 986) 
Minors v. Battison (25 W. R. 27); Johnson v. Crook; 
(28 W. R. 12) ; Collison v. Barber (L. R. 12 Oh. D. 834) ; 
Bubb v. Padwick (28 W. R. 382). The speakers in the 
affirmative were Messrs. Rogers, Hayes, Mason, Samuel, 
and O'Connor, and on the negative Messrs. Ludlow, 
Dennison, and Crockford. After a few remarks from the 
chairman, the question was put and decided in the 
affirmative by a large majority. A vote of thanks to the 
chairman concluded the meeting. 





At a meeting of this society held on Tuesday evening 
last, in the Law Library, the first of a series of lectures, 
kindly promised to the society by several barristers and 
solicitors of the town, was given by N. Nathan, Esq., B.A., 
barrister-at-law. The subject of the lecture was ‘“ Con- 
siderations on the Assimilation of the Law of Real and 
Personal Property.” The learned gentleman carefally 
indicated the material distinctions between real and per- 
sonal property, and having severely criticised the varions 
anomalies existing in the law of real property and the pre- 
sent system of conveyancing, pointed out how the assimila- 
sion of the law of real to personal property in the manner 
suggested by him would be instrumental in causing their 
removal. Mr. Nathan then proceeded to consider the sub- 
ject in its legal, social, and political aspect, and brought 
his very able and interesting lecture to a close. A vote of 
thanks to Mr. Nathan was proposed by the honorary 
secretary (Mr. F, Harvey Samuel), seconded by Mr. W. 
Showell Rogers, and enthusiastically carried. 





LIVERPOOL LAW STUDENTS’ ASSOCIATION. 


A meeting of this association was held at the Law Library, 
Union-court, on the 5th inst., W. F. Wilson, Esq., solicitor, 
in the chair. It was decided that the paper on ‘‘ General 
Average,” read at the previous meeting by Mr. Richard 
Lowndes, should, with his permission, be printed and eircu- 
lated at the expense of this association. A letter was read 
from Mr. F. J. Leslie, resigning the post of honorary secre- 
tary, which he had held since 1877, on the ground that he 
found himself unable any longer to devote sufficient time to 
the performance of tlie duties of the office. Mr. T. S. Mills, 
B.A, (in the absence of Mr. E. H. Blease), opened the 
debate in the affirmative on the following subject appointed 
for discussion :—“ A testator by his will bequeathed all the 
residue of his estate to A. with a gift over to B. ‘in case A. 
shall die before he shall have actually received the same.’ A. 
dies fourteén months after the death of the testator, without 
having actually received any part of such residue. Is A.’s 
legal representative entitled to the bequest?” Mr. J. J. K. 

ls, supported the negative view of the question, and the 
debate was continued by Messrs. Leslie, McMaster, Daw- 
barn, and Hannay. The case chiefly relied on for the affir- 





mative was Johnson v. Crook (28 W. R. 12), and for the- 
negative Collison v. Barber (L. R. 12 Ch. D. 834), and 
Bubb v. Padwick (28 W. R. 382). Mr. Mills having re- 
plied, the question was put to the meeting and decided in 
the negative by a majority of one. 


Een 


PRACTICAL ADVICE TO LAW STUDENTS. 


Mr. A. S. Watson, president of the Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne Law Society, at the openivg of the newly-established 
law classics in that town, delivered an address, in the 
course of which he said :— 

It may not bealtogether uninteresting to my hearersif [ 
briefly tell them the course of reading which I was put 
through as an articled clerk eight-and-twenty years ago- 
I do not doubt that many of my contemporaries went 
through a better course, and derived great benefit from 
it, but I was anxious to learn and read hard. An excellent 
lawyer and one highly esteemed by his brethren, who has 
now retired from practice, undertook, of his own free will, 
tochalk me out the plan which I should adopt. My 
first book was ‘‘ Eunomnas,” a work of which some of 
you perhaps may never have heard, and which I 
can tell you but little about. So far as I remember it con- 
sisted of a series of conversations on the principles of the 
law of real property. When it had been mastered, I pro- 
ceeded to ‘‘Coke upon Littleton,” “Sheppard’s Toueh- 
stone,’ and ‘‘ Fearne on Contingent Remainders,” in the 
order named, with ‘‘ Blackstone’s Commentaries” when I 
had time to indulge in light reading. Alas! in those days 
there was no intermediate examination to prevent the 
possibility of so much mental torture. The works I have 
mentioned are great works traly—great, most of them, in 
every sense of the word—but three weary years were all 
insufficient for their mastery, and I found myself in the 
melancholy condition of one who has been required to 
gallop before he was able to walk. 

The requirements of the intermediate examination have 
made for you, happy students, such a course of reading 
impossible, and the classes we inaugurate to-day are to 
aid you in passing that examination with credit and satis- 
faction to yourselves. 

Your readers will perhaps forgive me if I proceed 
to a few general considerations upon the study of the 
law, which spring naturally out of what has been already 
said. 

Most of you probably have heard a song which is at the 
present time justly popular, and in which a successfal 
lawyer relates the method of his success. Carry your 
minds back to the last two lines of the first verse of that 
song, which runs 

“*T polished up that handle so carefalee 
That now I’m the ruler of the Queen’s Naves.” 


The secret of all success is contained in those two lines. 
He must be faithful in small matters who wishes to have 
greater intrusted tohim. It is thoroughness which is the 
chief element of success in study as in nearly all the 
affairs of life. It is this which is most to be cultivated ; 
and to form the habit of doing that which falls to you tobe 
done thoroughly should be your constant aim. We cannot 
all have genius, but we can all be thorough, which is far 
better. Thoroughness is made up of patience and perse- 
verance rightly applied. 

It is not so important to read much, as to read that which 
you do read thoroughly. Do not merely read it—master it. 
Understand every word. Leave no sentence until it is really 
yours. Yon will find it by no means a bad plan to pull ap 
at the end of each paragraph, anc’ examine yourself upon 
itsoas to see that you are reading with an open uander- 
standing. It is a mistake to read in the not uncommon 
“duty” fashion—to set yourself a certain number of pages a 
day which are to be gone through, The mind is apt to get 
into a careless and slovenly way, and to be satisfied with 
accomplishing the regulation task with the eyes, leaving the 
understanding out in the cold. But that which is read in 
such a fashion is not merely worthless, it is mach worse than 
worthless. It is like the food Which is takon into the body 
beyond that which can be properly assimilated. It ie-not 
simply valueless ; it is absolutely hartful. 

Do not be afraid of confessing your ignorance. In 9 stady 
like that of the law, which has many branches, each with 
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~jnnumerable ramifications, we have all from time to time to 
‘confess our ignorance. The oldest and ablest practitioner 
amongst us will not hesitate to confirm me when I say that a 
week seldom passes in which he has not occasion to refer to 
‘that which is outside of his own knowledge. Besides, in dealing 
with the law, we have at times to deal with an uncertain, at 
times with an unknown quantity. Complications arise which 
Anave never before presented themselves ; questions are asked 
upon special or out-of-the-way subjects, and authorities 
“have to be consulted; inferences have to be drawn ; 
-you have to argue from the known to the unknown; or you 
“have to acquire knowledge which you did not previously 
s. If you do not understand a thing, say so, and ask 
about it. This is one of the great advantages of intelligent 
instruction. The teacher is, asI have said, a living book. 
“You can explain the difficulties you have met with in your 
‘reading to him; can tell him the points which he has not 
made clear to you ; and can have yoar difficulties and your 
ignorance removed. 
I have dwelt rather fully upon this, for it is a point of 
great importance. I have seen a number of students sit 
- through a lecture as though all that was said was plain to 
them, until some one ventured to put a question and so 
elicit explanations for which all were thankfal. 
Again, let me strongly advise you to be most anxious in 
_your study of the law, to become acquainted with the great 
principles upon which all law is founded. Mere practice 
anust, of course, be learned, bat it is best learned in the prac- 
‘tical work of the office. The details of the law must also be 
jearned, but they should always be learned in immediate 
-connection with the principles from which they spring. It 
is not the point itself; it is its why and wherefore which is 
of the most importance to you; for all true law must be 
founded upon abiding principles. The true method of 
applying those principles may not always be understood in the 
same way; mistakes in their application may be and are 
“made, but the principles are fixed and immutable. Practice, 


as I have already pointed out, is constantly changing ; change 
is one of its natural incidents ; but a’principle once thoroughly 


mastered is your servant for life. 

When Lonis Napoleon was Emperor of the French he sent 
over commissioners to examine into the state of our public 
schools. They reported, amongst other things, that in the 
highest form at Eton, all the youths were able to repeat 
whole books of Euclid by heart, but that they found scarcely 
one who could work the simplest exercise upon the earliest 
problems. The man who reads cases, and learns points, 
without acquainting himself with the principles from which 
they spring and upon which they depend, is in the position 
of the youths who were the admiration of the French Com- 
missioners, 

If I were to combine the two points I have mentioned, 
‘the thoroughness and the grasp of principles, and to educe 
two other practical pieces of advice from them, I should say 
“come to your conclusions slowly,” and “aim at taking 
“broad and comprehensive views.” 

‘* Come to your conclusions slowly.” Have all the facts 
‘before you first, Look all round the matters you have to 
advise upon before you speak. DoJnot jump to con- 
clnsions, Take nothing for granted. Think before you 
_— and the more you think and the less you speak the 

etter. 

“ Aim at taking broad and comprehensive views.” This 
| is a life-long struggle with most solicitors who attend to it 
| at all. Onur practice, our professional success, are opposed 

to it. We have to learn intense concentration of mind, but 
-ave have also to learn how to concentrate the mind upon one 
| thing after another with the greatest rapidity, After a basy 
| day, a solicitor’s mind is not unlike a kaleidoscope. He 
| has taken one thing after another into it all day long, 
\ casting each away when done with ; and at the end it is filled 
\ with a mass of dimly-remembered subjects which cannot 
| be quite cleared away, but which unfit it for everything 
else. But the most important matters he is consulted upon 
\ require broader treatment, and he flies to counsel for that 
which Nature gave him also, but art has destroyed, Happy 
‘the man who can retain this invaluable faculty of breadth of 
view whilst he also obtains the power of the rapid and fre- 
uent change of mental objects. 

Bat you must not imagine that, when you have passed 
the preliminary examination, your general education is 
complete and your technical edacation alone remains. It 

-aef much importance, not only for your own happiness, 





but also for your professional usefulness, that yon 
should continue your general education. It is impossible 
for me, in the brief space at my disposal, to go adequately 
into this subject of general education, but I may just allude 
to the acquisition of foreign languages. From any high 
educational standpoint they occupy a very low position, 
They are not properly education, in any advanced sense, 
any more than reading, writing, and ciphering are educa- 
tion. They are simply the tools by the use of which you 
may become educated. But, from a professional point of 
view, they are very valuable. Now-a-days there is no branch 
of knowledge which will come amiss to a solicitor. It 
is quite impossible to lay your finger upon any subject 
with which, sooner or later, some member of our profession 
will not have to deal. And with the immense extension of 
commerce, and the vast increase in the means of loco- 
motion, every day new fields of practice are opened out. 
Mines in Spain ; villas in Switzerland ; railways in Sicily ; 
estates in America; islands in the Southern Pacific ; mineral 
concessions in France ; forests in Sweden ; orchards in the 
Lebanon; vineyards in Hungary; fisheries in Norway ; 
all of these have actually been dealt with by firms of solici- 
torsin Newcastle within the past ten years, You will find 
the time and labour spent in the acquisition of foreign lan- 
guages a profitable investment. And far beyond any 
pecuniary benefit is the power you thus acquire of entering 
into sympathy with peonle other than your own—of con- 
versing with the great minds of many lands. ‘* So many lan- 
guages as a man knows, so often is he a man.” 

I need not enlarge upon the relaxation which is afforded |) 
to men, whose employment is an intellectual and a harass- |} 
ing one, by pursuits which are outside the scope of their daily || 
occupations. It is of the greatest value to us all to have some || 
hobby in which we can profitably occupy that leisure time, 
which becomes increasingly small as the years roll on. And in 
such pursuits there is great reward, as well as the truest re- 
laxation. There isno branch of human learning in which the 
patient humble worker cannot be of actual use to his fellow- 
men. In all alike there will ever be good honest work to be 
done by those who are ready and willing to undertake it. 
There is no need to haveall work and no play. Most of us 
do not play nearly enough, but still more of us neglect the 
great opportunities which present themselves for useful 
work outside our professional labours—work in which 
minds trained and disciplined as those of lawyers should 
be—may be of peculiar value. 

For, gentlemen, you are not merely to be lawyers, you 
are to be members of that mighty organization, the State, 
and to the State, from which he receives everything, each 
man owes the best which he can give. 

One word more and I have done. You are learning 
now in order that you may become members of a 
great and important profession. You are to be the reposi- 
tories of secrets, the healers or makers of feuds, the ad- 
visers of your fellow-men for good or for evil. Look upon 
your profession as a sacred trust, not simply as a tnoney- 
making machine ; upon your professional brethren as your 
friends, not as your rivals. Do not for a moment imagine 
that the best lawyer is he who can practise the most dodges, 
and can most skilfully over-reach his fellow-practitioners. 
Ours ought to be, must be, is, a truly honourable profession. 
It will be yours in time to come to uphold its honour, It 
will be yours to preserve that high standard which has here, 
in my humble opinion, been so long maintained. It will 
be yours in loyalty to this society, which is doing what it 
can to help you, to support it and to extend its usefulness. 
It will be yours to keep up that warm, friendly, honourable 
feeling which has ever existed amongst the practitioners 
here, and which'has so greatly contributed to the welfare, not 
only of the members of our profession, but also of those 
who place their confidence in us, and intrust their dearest 
interests to our keeping. I can imagine no calling more 
truly honourable than that of a solicitor rightly fulfilled. 
We hear from time to time much talk about the status of 
our profession. That status must and ought to depend upon 
the true, honest, upright conduct of its members, A 
solicitor must believe in duty ; he must understand self- 
sacrifice ; he must be one who sweareth to his own hurt, 
when occasion requires it, and altereth not. In this move- 
ment to give you better opportunities than we ourselves 
enjoyed to become fitted for the proper exercise of the high 
and important functions to which, in due time, you will be 
called, you have the warmest and truest sympathy of us all. 
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Young men, the honour and welfare of our profession will 
be committed, in a manner, to your charge. See to it, that 
you prove yourselves worthy of your vocation. 








Creditors’ Claims. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 


CopLanp, MaxweEtt, Liverpool, Draper. Apr 27, Copland v Copland, 
M.R. France, Wigan 

LiEwetiin, Jonn, Saundersfoot, Pembroke, Innkeeper. May 1. 
Llewellin v Collins, M.R. Lock, Tenby 

Macuu, Joan Henry, Tulse Hill, Esq. Apr 30. Florence v Florence, 
V.C. Halil. Turner and Low, King st, Cheapside 

Roperts, Georce, Oxford st, Ladies’ Outfitter. May 1. Roberts v 
noberts, V.C, Malins. Morgan, Somerset st, Portman sq 

[ Gazette, Mar. 30.} 


Laxer, Mary Ann, Billinghurst, Innkeeper. ‘Apr 30. Laker v Laker’ 
V.C. Hall. Child and Son, South sq, Gray’s inn 
Minter, Davin, Forest Gate, Grocer, Apr 30. Batten v Minter, V.C. 
Malins. Steele, College hill 
Srone, Jut1a Ma1itpA, Radipole, Weymouth. Apr 24. Stone v Stone, 
V.C. Malins. Walters, New eq, Lincoln’s inn 
[ Gazette, Apr. 2.] 
Leacrort, Epwarp, Southwell, Notts, Esq. Apr 30. Leacrofi v 
Harward, V.C. Hall, Leech and Co, Derby 
(Gazette, Apr. 6,] 





CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 235. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


BgnneEtT, ABsALoM, Penzance, Gent. May 1. Trythall, Penzance 

Bonp, Roser, Thornton-ia-Craven, York, Farmer, May1, Banto:t 
and Son, Selby 

Canter, Grorce James, Vanston pl, Walham Green, Gent. May 1. 
Arnold and Co, Curey st, Lincoln’s-jnn 

Coates, CHarLes Henry, Manchester, Stock and Share Broker. 
April 20. Heywood and Son, Manchester 

Darton, James, Great Grimsby, Publican. April 20. Haddelsey and 
Haddelsey, Great Grimsby 

France, Georce Jounson, Duke st, Manchester sq, Picture Dealer. 
May 4. Burgoyne and Co, Oxford st 

Govuper, Mary, Rabbato della Citta Notabile, Malta. April22. Simp- 
son and North, Liverpool 

Grrerson, Sir ALEXANDER WILLIAM, Southsea, Hants, Bart. June 1. 
Hellard and Son, Portsmouth 

Hatway, ABpRanaM SmirHson, Halifax, Brewer. June], Emmet 
and Walker, Halifax 

Hiees, Joun, Chipping Sodbury, Gloucester, Yeoman. May 8. Tren- 
field, Chipping Sodbury l 

Jounson, WILLIAM, Cawthorne, York, Farmer. June 1. Marshal 
aud Ownsworth, Barnsley 

Jones, StaneEY, Surbiton, Surrey, Grocer. April 30. Bell, Kingston- 
on-Thames 

Loneman, Henry, Boston st, Dorset sq, Corn Merchrnt. May 23. 
Campbell and Co, Warwick st, Regent st 

Meyer, Mever, Linden gardens, Kensington, Esq. May 3!. Phelps 
and Co, Gresham st 

Mitts, Rrcnarp, St Paul’s rd, Camden sq, Shipwright. May 15. Carr, 
and Oo, Rood lane 

PaR.ett, Joun, Peter-field, Southampton, Manager of the London and 
County Bank. May 15. Parlett, Chancery lane 

Parry, Rogert, Liverpool, Colliery Proprietor. April 28. Wright 
and Co, Liverpool 

— Fanny Marta, Harlow, Essex. May 1. Alfred Pool, Staly- 

ridge 

Scorr, The Most Noble Wit1iam Jon CavenDISH BENTINCK, 
Duke of Portland, Cavendish-squure. May 20. Baileys and Cu 
Berners-st 

Ports, Joun, Loughborough, Leicester, Labourer. May 7 Deane 
and Hands, Loughborough 

Raxmes, Rozpert, Seaton st, Chelsea, Builder, May 4. Emmott, 
Budge row, Cannon st 

Rimmer, Nicnouas, Southport, Lancaster, Cab Proprietor. May 1. 
Threlfall, Southport 

Sopwitu, Henry Linpsetn, Tunbridge Wells, Surgeon, May 26. 
Burton, Tunbridge Wells 

~— James, Northampton, Tailor. May 1. Middleton, Dun- 
stable 

WILKINSON, JorEPH, Queensbury, Halifax, Yeoman. Jurel. Emmet 
and Walker, Halifax 

[@azette, Mar, 26.) 

Byes, Dare, Chesterfield, Derby, Draper. May 29, Bunting, Ches- 
erfie 

CornisH, Simeon, Waterloo rd, Licensed Victualler. May 10, Stileman 
and Neate, Southampton st, Bloomsbury sq 

Cravrorp, Rosert, Gt Malvern, Worcester, Eq. May 15. Withall 
and Oc mpton, Gt George st, Westminster 

Dans, Josepn LancuaM, Furnival’s-inn, Holborn, Solicitor. May 1, 
Hales, Chancery-lano 

op Y, “ae Erskine-street, Liverpool. April 20. Lynch and Teebay 

ve 

Ecotgston, Jonn, Birmingham, Fishmonger. July 1, Cottrell and 
Son, Birmingham 

Fresawater, RicHaRD BrorigtD, Kingsgate-street, High Holborn, 
Dairyman, May 6. Easton, Clifford’s-inn 

— James, Reading. April 20. Buckland, Kingston-on- 

ames 

— Joun Hoorer, Lindfield, Sussex, Gent. May 10. Nye, Brigh- 

on 


Syxes, Epwarpd Swirt, Llandudno, Catnarvon, Grceer. May 15~ 
Minshalis and Co, Llandudno 

TgaspDaLe, Cotusert, Prince of Wales rd, Kentish Town, Gent, 
April 30. Flux and Leadbitter, Leadenhall st 

Unwin, Saran, Nelson sq, Blackfriarsrd, May 3. Crump and Son, 
Philpot-lane 

Wakp, Lewis, Liverpool, Esq. May 15. Young and Co, St Mildred’s 
crt, Poultry 

WiLD, James, Pond st, Hampstead, Builder, May 12. Meynell,, 
Castle-street, Holbora 

(Gazette, Mar 30.] 


Bircu, Sir Tuomas Bernarp, Hazles, Lancaster, Bart. Juns lt. 
Oliver and Sons, Lincoln’s-inn 

Bout, Henmerra, Larkhall, Bath. May 5. Stone and Co, Bath 

— MarcaRet, Wood Ditton, Cambridge. May1. Fenn, New= 
market 

Duncer, Henny, Colney Hatch, Gent. July 1. Carew, Southampton 
st, Bloomsbury 

on Hornsea, York. May 1. Eldridge and Stephenson, 

ul 
a Wr1iu1aM, Bishopsworth, Somerset, Farmer. May 3. Tucker, 
atton 

Goprrey, Joun, Assington, Suffolk, Farmer. April 23, Andrewes 
and Co, Sudbury 

HanMAN, ExvizaBets, Gloucester. April 14. Haines, Gloucester : 

Hiauam, Grorce, Kingston-upon-Haull, Builder. May 1. Rollit and. 
Sons, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Mantanp, EvizaBets, Cheetham, Manchest May 15. Marlow, 
Manchester 

Rosextson, Rozert, Bishop’s rd, Paddington, Cheesemonger. 
May 5. Carter and Bell, Eastcheap 

SavILL, SAMUEL WzsB, Boleyns, Essex, Esq. May 12. WHolmes, 
Bocking 

SuEtty, Epwarp HeNry, Leamington, Warwick, Gent. May 15. 
Bland, Nuneaton 

Swetiy, Exiza Ann, Leamington, Warwick. May 15. Bland, Nun-- 
eaton 

Srencen, Toomas, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Leicester, Butcher. May 1.. 
Fisher and Co, Ash»y-de-la-Zouch 

SrerickeR, FREDERICK, Fenchurch-st, Tea Dealer. May 1. Van 
Sandau and Cumming, King st, C heapside : 

Stusss, James, Aldershot, Southampton, Coach Builder. April 20. 
Price, Wa!brook 

TEasDALE, CuTHBERT, Prince of Wales’ rd, Kentish Town, Gent 
April 30. Flux ane Leadbitter, Leadenhall 8% . 

Tuwaire, JouN, Thoralby, York, Farmer. April 30. Hammond, 


West Burton 
(Gazette, April 2.] 





Caartsorn, Mary Crarissa, West Halton, Lincoln. June 24. Alderson 

and Co, Eckington 

Daviss, Many, Kearsley st, Stoke Newington. May 15. Gowing and 

Co, Moorgate Station bldgs, Finsbury-pavement 

Drew, Rev. GeorGe Smita, Trinity Church, Lambeth. May 15. Pyke 
and Parrott, Lincoln’s-inn-fie:ds 

Etttot, Jonny, Dinsdale, Durham, Gent. May 13. Kidson and Co,. 
Sunderland 

GRESWCLDE-WILLIAMS, Lovisa, Rock Ferry, Chester, May 1. Simp-- 

son and North, Liverpool 

Hamitton, Aueustus Terrick, Belgrave-mansions, Pimlico, a Cap- 

tain in Her Mojesty’s 7st Light Infantry. April 30. Williams and 

Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 

Haster, Jonarsan, Deptford, Kent, Cowkeeper, May 17. Marchant 

and Purvis, George-yard, Lombard st 

eee GEORGE, Nateby, Westmoreland, May 3. Preston, Kirkby 
tephen . 

Huyr, Ortanpo Vann, Leicester, Gent. June 1. Harris, Leices- 
ter 


Mooruovss, James, Forest of Rossendale, Lancaster, Cotton Manu- 

facturer. May 6. Parker, Manchester 

O’BrieN, HANoRAH, Wiesbaden, Germany. May 9 Kenny, 

Limerick 

Parker, Davip, Wanstead, Essex, Gent. May 1. Van Sandau and 

Cumming, King st, Cheapside 

Parson, Rev. Ricnarp, Haslemere, Surrey, Clerk in Holy Orders.. 

May 6. Hellard and Son, Portsmouth 

PuearR, Henr¢ Cartyov, New sq, Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. 

Junel, Johnson and Co, Austin Friars 

ah =~ pee Horley, Surrey Farmer. May 18, Merrick Head,. 
eigate 

Rick, Francis, Shitley, Southampton. May 15. Newman, South- 

ampton 

Seacer, Henry, Gracechurch st, Timber Merchant. June 1. Parsons- 

and Lee, Abchurch House, Sherborne-lane 

Turner, Sayers, Colchester, Essex, Gent. May 19, Turner and Co, 

Colchester 

TYNDALL, WILLIAM, Liverpool, Gent. May 15. Tyndall and Paxton,. 
North John st 

Vions, Emma, Waterloo-crescent, Dover, Juse 1. Johnson and Oo, 


Austin Friars 
[ Gazette, April 6.] 


— Ann, Drayton terrace, Brompton. May 12. Rye and Eyre,. 

olden sq 

+ Wituram, Kirk Langley, Derby, Gent. June 24. Hextall, 
erby 

Bankagap, WILLIAM JoHN CoLpHaM, Maldon, Essex, Gent. June 3.. 

Digby and Evans, Maldon 

Barton, Tuomas, Chorley, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. June 24. 

Weston and Co, Manchester 





Batss, Josian, Throgmorton st, Stock and Share Broker, June l.. 
Radcliffe and Co, Craven st, Charing Cross 

Brace, Joun, Lighfield, Solicitor. May 31. Birch, Lichfield 

Brooks, Samvust, Northgate, Cleckheaton, York, Mechanic. May 12. 
Clough, Cleckheaton 

Burnaby Rev, Faepertc Grorcr, Nursling, Southampton, Clerk in 

Holy Orders, Junel. Mee and Co, Kast Retford 
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Caarwaens, Rrcuaap, Hampton Wick. Junel. Sherrard, Lincoln’s 
inn-fields 
Cament, Gusert, Ramsgate, Kent, Esq. July 6. Daniel, Bams- 


ate 
ocean James Jounstone, Leeds, Surgeon. Junel5. Rider, Leeds 
Cousens, Ext, Witley, Surrey, Gent. June 1, Mellersh, Godal- 


Davis, SaAmvuEL, Yardley, Worcester, Farmer. May 5. Simeox, Bir- 
mingham 


Dives, Tomas, Lavender Sweep, Battersea, Esq. May 20. Ford 
ard Co, Bloomsbury sq 
Epwarps, Janz, Newquay, Cornwall, May 29. Smith and Paul, 


aro 
Exiorr, THomas FREDERICK, Onslow sq, Brompton- May 15. Ranken 
Ford, South sq, Gray’s-inn i 
GELDARD, Mazi, Elm-cottage, Teddington. May 6. Kayes and 
Jones, New-inn, Strand 
-GREGson, Jouw, Tadcaster, York, Esq. May 15. Lake and Go, New 
sq, Lincoln’s-inn 
Hiccins, Geonce Henry, Windsor-place, City rd, Mould Maker, 
May 24. Mills and Co, Brunswick p! 
Horray, Ernest AgrreD, Blackheath Park, Kent, Esq. May 10. 
Geare and Sons, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 
Hunt, Epwin, Colvilie rd, Bayswater, Artist, May 1. Hunt and Co, 
Pembridge villas, Bayswater : 
Huccon, Wittram, Leeds, Analytical Chemist. June 15. Rider, 
Leeds 
Hoxtey, Joun Earte, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Esq. May 6. Kays 
and Jones, New inn, Strand 
James, Henry Cuarvzs, Austin Friars, Breck June 1. Johnson 
and Oo, Austin Friars : 
Kisesron, Sarag, Bath, June 1. Finch Gray’s-inn- 
square 
Law, Henry SHEPHERD, Champion Park, Camberweli, at. Junel2. 
Vandercom and Co, Bush lane 
Luck, JoHN ALLEN, Hulsey st, Gent. May 8. B lIton and Co. 
Northampton sq 
Mayuew, Sypney, Walbrook, Solicitor. May 15. Biachford and Co, 
College-hill, Cannon st 
Montoomery, Cecitia, Salisbury, Wilts. May 9. Nicholl and Co, 
Howard st, Strand 
Movutson, Hiram, Little Horton, Cork, Builder. Junel. Terry and 
K obinso n; Bradford 
NicHotson, HENny, Wandsworth, Surrey, Wine Merchant. May 15. 
Nicholson n d Co, Wath-upon-Dearne 
— Mania, Silver st, Golden sq. May 15. Belfrage and Co, Bed- 
‘ord row 
Suarp, Witt1aM, Sawbrigeworth, Hereford, Gent. May1l. Tyson, 
Ulverston 
Smitn, Joun Butiin, Wilton, Northampton, Shoemaker. May }. 
Cresswell, Daventry 
Srewarp, Wit.14m, Southend. Essex, Butcher. June 9, Wood end 
Son, Rochford 
TurNER, ANNA, Tufnell Park terrace, Upper Holloway. June 9. 
Johnson and Co, Austin Friars 
Wersper, Rev. Freperick, Penkwell Rectory, Cornwall, Clerk. 
May 29. Smith and Paul, Truro 
Wi1is, Frepenick, King st, James sq, Wine Merchant. May 25. 
Rogers, Leadenhall st 
—— Rvuxsen, Chesterfield, Derby, Gent. June 10, Bunting, Ches- 
rfield 
Waricur, Henry, Chichester, Upholsterer. May 13. Raper and Free- 


land, Chichester 
(Gazette, Apr. 10.] 





Cuurt Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court op MaAstEep oF TuR 

Date, aeenen’ —. V.C. Mauins, 
Monday, April 19Mr. Koe Mr. Jackson Mr. Farrer 
‘Tuesday ...... 20 Clowes Oobby Teesdale 
Ww Yeess 21 Koe Jackson Farrer 
Thursday .... 22 Clowes Cobby Teesdale 
Friday..,..... 23 Koe Jackson Farrer 
Saturday...... 24 Clowes Cobby Teesdale 

V.C.Bacoy, V.C.Hanp, Mr. doatian 

Monday, April 19Mr. Latham Mc. PembertonMr. Merivale 
Tuesday ...... 20 Leach Ward King 
Wednesday.... 21 Latham Pemberton Merivale 
Thursday .... 22 Leach Ward King 
Friday....see. 23 Latham Pemberton Merivale 
Saturday...... 24 Leach Ward King 





MIDDLESEX.—EASTER SITTINGS, 1880. 
LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL, 
(Continued from p. 452.) 
QB 8 pa Co (Eardley, H and R) v Langton {In Person) §8J 
CP 86 Fi 7 & & Soames) © Rogers (3 Bae) 
CP 87 Walton (Leathes and M) v on (W Rawlins), SJ 
Q B 88 Tippins (G Crafter) v Budden (Stollard and W 
Ex 89 Pari yi} W Goldring) vy London and St Katherine Docks 
Cc Hacon) 


‘0 
Ex 90 Slade (Ingle, C and H) v The Great Eastern Ry. Co.(C A 
Curwood), postponed 


CP 92 Steward (Allen and Son) v Earl Lonsdale (Ellis and Ellis) 
Ex 98 ores ‘Giardwick and J) v Thornton and ors (Mullens.and 
Ex —— ly ad v L.and N. Western Ry. Co. (RF 
Ex 95 aor) ae and Sons) v Strangward (Sanders, H 


Ex 96 Pearson (W Eley) v Vincent (J V Musgrave), postponed SJ 

CP 97 Milner (E S Cavell) v Labouchere (Lewis and Lewis) SJ 

QB 98 Capitals and Counties Bank (Nash and F) v Henty and Sons 
(Robinson, Preston and §), SJ 

Q B 99 Schofield (F Fearon) v Giles (A H Miller) 

CP 100 Finlay (F L Soames) v Williams and Hagen (Wontner and 


Sons) 
CP 101 English, trustee, &c. (R Davies) v Allen (G and W Webb), 


com, 
QB 102 Cullwick (N Gedge) v Palmer and anr (F W Denny) 
Ex 103 Bassand Co (R H Wilkin) v Horne (Hurford and f) 
Q B 104 Rice (Lewis and L) v East and West India Dock Co. (Fresh- 
fields and W), stayed SJ 
QB 105 Figd, — (H J Jennings) v Great Western Ry Co (RR 

elson 

QB 106 Field, Henry (Same) v Same (Same) 
Q B 107 Field, senr and Wife Seme) v Same (Same) 
Q B 108 Field, junr and Wife (Same) v Same (Same) 
QB 109 Field, by next Friend and T Field (Same) v Same (Same) 
QB 110 The Nitro-Phosphate and Odams Chemical Manure Co ]? 
(Kingsford and Co) v Roberts (Williamson, H and Co) 


stayed SJ 
QB 111 Richardson (Bird, M and R) v Oldham and Canning (Mat- 
thews and §), SJ 
Ex 112 Parris (J M Mason) v Blowes (Beaumont and W) stayed 
CP 113 Charles (Trinder and Curtis Hayward) v Bischoffsheim 
and anr (Freshfields and W, Elmslie and Co), Com 
C P 114 Barrett (R M Cooper) v Hutton (Pritchard, E and Co) 
Q B 115 Redmond (Wontner and Sons) v Gamble (Lewis and L) 
Ex 116 J and A Blyth limd (Lyne and H) v Brown (Ashurst, M 
and Co), SJ 
C P 117 Gagel (H Montagu) v Rothenheim (Lumley and L) Com 
QB 118 — (H H Banyard) v Craig and Harrison (G H Finch), 


stay 
Ex 119 Belli (P A Hanrott) v Lane (Foss and Legg) SJ 
Ex 120 Crawcour (Dixon, Ward and Co) v Rydon (W H Bennett), 


SJ 
QB 121 Wadaworte (T D Dutton) v Bonham and Wife (Clutton and 


CP 122 Colcomb, Admix (W W Young)}v London, Chatham, and 
Dover Ry (J White) 

Ex 123 Iles (Taylor and Hales) v Brook and Co (J B Lay) 

QB 124 —— (F Heritage and Co) v Bassano (Shaen, R and 


Co) 8 

C P 125 Simmons (Martineau and R) v Rhodes (G H Carthew 

Ex 126 Rhodes (G@ H Carthew) v Simmons (Martineau and R 

CP 127 British Mutual Investment Co limd (Barnard and Co) v 
Williams (Stephens and §), postponed 

Ex 128 Skinner and ors (‘T A G Powell) v Williams (Pawle and Co) 
SJ 


Ex 129 Hazeldine (Duignan and 8) v Dickenson (Chapple and Co) 
Ex 130 Darcey (T C Matthews) v Johnson (‘T Johnson) 
Ex 131 Clarke (Taylor, H and T) v Smith (Brandon and Co), post- 
poned 
Q B 132 The Cowes and Newport Ry Co (Lambert, P and 8) v Mew 
and ors (Stocken and J) SJ 
Ex 133 Holmes and anr (Norris, A and C) v Bousfield (J Rae) SJ 
QB 134 Leschallas (Merriman, P and M) v Shreeve and org (A E 
Tower ; W P Moore), postponed, SJ 
Q B 135 Mesher (G Thompson) v Cohen (Swann and On} 
{x 136 Balderson (Dod and L) v Ridley (Marriott and J) SJ 
QB 137 Mason (W H Hughes) v Aird (In Person), 8J 
QB 138 yd OO Morris) v The London School Board (Gedge, 
an 
Q B 139 Mortimer (Nash and F) v Rose (J A Rose), SJ 
QB 140 Howell (Lucas and Son) v West and anr (Saffery and H; 
Hudson and Co), SJ 
Ex 141 Kemp (G H Carthew) v Sewell (Monckton, L and Co), SJ 
C P 142 Goody and anr (A W May) v Kennedy (Boxall and B 
Q B 143 Winn (A G Ditton) v Holloway (Barnard and Co), SJ 
Ex 144 Bridgman (Chappell and G) vy London Steam Boat Co 
Newman, S and H), SJ 
C P 145 Paulin (T Paulin) v Moore and anr (J C Selby) 
Ex 146 Anderson (A Price) v Nicholay (F T Rushton), 8J 
CP 147 Stonhill (Wild, B and W) v Trounce (8 Price), SJ 
QB 148 Gilbert (Best, Webb and Co) v Fielding (G Castle) 
QB 149 bey (Lewis and Lewis) v Foley (Chappell, Son 
and Co 
C P 150 Cannon (T J Pullen) v Johnson (Chorley, C and C) ; 
Ex 151 Foxwell (A Haynes and Son) v The London General Omni- 
bus Co, limd (Harris, W and R), 8J 
Ex 162 Ortelli (Miller and M) v Ward (Curtis and B), stayed 
Ex 153 Nicholls (Bolton and M) v Cox (Harris and P), 8 
Ex 154 Nicholls (Bolton and M) v The Fanciers’ Chronicle Pub- 
a o (Rogerson and F) 8J 
ix 155 Ward (J Mason) v Sinfield (W Wood) 
Ex 166 Webb (Same) v soldi (Longcroft and M) 
Ex 157 Thomas (Same) v Same (Same) 
QB 158 Edmonds (Hudson and Co) v Harker (W Arnold) 
CP 159 Perley (2 © Russel) v Edwards (Speechley and Co) SJ 
eld (J Neal) v Bent (Geare and Son) SJ 
) v Birch (H O Draper), mapont jury 


P 161 Farmiloe (E Draper 
Q B 162 Scott (H T Tiddeman) v Scott (G H Finch), stay 

© P 163 Anderson (Surr, G and B) v Hayes (A 8 H Jone 

Q B 164 Gibbs (Milne, R' and M) v Clayton (Farrer and F) 8J 

Ex: 165 (Rickards, M and M) v Goodspeed (Robinson, Son, 
QB 


and B) 
166 Nicholson’s Discount Co limd (Linklater and Co) v Grueber 


Maude 





po 8J 
Ex 9] Yates (Hill and T) v N. Metropolitan Tram, Co. (H C 
Godfray) 8) pm ¢ 





and anr (In Person) 


QCOOA AH HAS G4 C4 06 Son 
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Ex 167 Leckwood (M Pope) v Gonconformists’ Co-operative Asso- 
ciation limd (Watson, Sons and B® SJ 
168 Stanbury (J S Carter) v Mathews ( and0o) 
ft fy C Russel v The North Metaopolitan Tramways 
Co limd (H C Godfray 
70 French (J Robinson) v man (L Barnett) 
71 —— (H WM Wetherfield) v Hopcraft and Co (J Hill; 
Ww 


drews 
72 Duke ee and Coe) v Neave and Son (Peacock and G) 
73 Weedon (M J Letcher) v Oughton and anr (West, K, A and 


Co), SJ : ; 

74 Lowe (Hicklin and W) v Levinstein (H Turner) 

75 Gamon (Lowless and Co) v Hvans (Evans and E), SJ 

76 Ellis (Clarkson, Son and G)v Maritime Insurance Co 
(Norris, Allen and Co), SJ 

77 Faulkner (G Presswell) v Voight (J O Meadows), SJ 

78 Cummings (Noon and C) v The Great, Northern Ry Co 
(Nelson, Band Co) SJ 

79 Allen (M S Rubinstein) v Hustler (F Heritage) 

80 Dodson (J E Coxwell) v King (Blake and 8) 

81 Shepheard and Wife (Same) v Parker (Hicklin and W) 

82 Evans (Carter and B) v N Metropolitan Tramway Co 
H C Godfray), SJ : 

83 Moseley (Laundy and Son) v Murchison (A Kerly) 

84 Sabine (Longcroft and M) v Craven (Rollit and Sons) 

185 Humber (Sladen and M) v Topsham, Woodbury and Lymp- 

stone Waterworks Co (R Ballard), SJ 

}P 186 Colliver (N Peanest) v Elkington (J Green) 

Ex 187 Martin (W B Brook) vy Dunn (A T Hewitt) without jury 

QB 188 =} (H Levy) v London Steamboat Co limd (Newman and 


‘0 

QB 189 Wheeler (A G Ditton) v National Insurance Corptn limd 
(Jenkinson and O) SJ 

QB 189 Same (Same) v Royal Insurance Co (Same), to be tried as 
one cause SJj 

‘QB 190 Webb (M Webb and Son) v Carew (Beyfus and B) SJ 

CP 191 Raffety (N Bennett) v Hobson (J Nicholls 

‘Q B 192 Burchell (M Webb and Son) v Hickisson (Wills and 

€ P 193 French Fruit, &c., Co limd (J Curtis) y Price (J Davis: 

QB 194 James and anr (J Raven and ri v Kirkwood and ors 

; Tilleard,G and H), 


Bee 


£65 4000 46 HASH G4 04 46 
wo ett ot Mt Of Oo 
a ee ee ee ee 


a 


(Batty and W ; Church, Son and 


SJ 

© P 195 Cheese and ors (Meredith and Co) v The Kempton Park 
Race Course Co limd (Ford, L and B) SJ 

© P 196 Davenport (Campbell, R and H) v Green (W W Wynne) 

CP 197 Beer (G H Finch) v Duvall (Sandom, K and K 

Ex 198 Cocking (M/ Hawkins) v Curteis and anr (A Rhodes; 
Crowder, A and V), SJ 

‘QB 199 Flintham (Dalton and J) v King and anr (T Durant) 

QB 200 Hime (R A Henderson) v Adams (Layton, Son and L) 

B 201 Berridge (J W Few) v Cruden (Bolton and Co) 

x 202 Beale (GH Carthew) v Sewell (Monckton, L and Co) SJ 

P 203 Denbigh (J Holder) vy Combe (T Durant) 

B 204 Chapman (R Chapman) v Rendle (H T Dubois) 

‘C P 205 Whitaker and anr (Radcliffe, C and M) v The Floating 
Swimming Baths Co, limd (Combe and W) SJ 

CP 206 Webling (Wilkinson and Son) v Tennant and amr (Lewis 
and Lewis) SJ 

Ex 207 Bell (H H Mason and Son) v Campbell (Rob inaon, Son 


and E) 
‘CP 208 Harrap (Noon and C) v The North Metropolitan Tram Co 
CG 8 


H 
Ex 209 Humby (Clarke, W and Co) v Price and anr (E Peacopp) 
CP 210 Boisset and anr (Campbell, R and H) v Isaacson (Dod 


and L) 
Ex 211 Bett (T R Apps) v Maas and ors (W T Ricketts} 
QB 212 Bernstein (M Webb and Son) v Law (Shaw and T) 
Ex 218 Toll (E Andrew) v Whitehead (Saxton and Son) 
Ex 214 Rees (rome and P) v Kent (F Jones) 8J 
Ex 215 Rees (Same) v Stephens (Stephens and Co) SJ 
Ex 216 Baker (W Brewer) v Carr and anr (C Bryant) SJ 
© P 217 Doolan and anr (E Farman) v Austin (E D Lewis) 
CP 218 ne) § Wills) v Bingley and ors (S Toppin ; Harper 

and B 

QB 219 bg arm (W H Hughes) v owingee (Miller and M) 
Q B 220 Mugliston and ors (EZ Bastard) vy Kirby and ors (Hilleary 
cP 
cP 


Hasso: 


and T, H C Godfray) SJ 

221 Merritt (Surr, G and B) v Easter (Champion, R & P) 

222 7, w younger (Elborough and D) y Lillywhite (Hieklin 
an 


(To be continued.) 








Legal Pews. 


At the county quarter sessions held last week at 
‘Worcester complaints were made by the jastices that their 
proceedings shonld have been interrupted by the fixture of 
the ussizes for the same week, so that the magistrates hed 
to give up one of the courts for the trial of prisoners in order 
that the judge of assize might be accommodated, and Sir 
R. Harington moved a resolution, “ That, in answering the 
‘communication of the Home Secretary as to the committal 
-of prisoners, the clerk of the peace be directed to eall 
attention to the inconvenience oecasioned by the fixing of 
the spring assizes so as to clash with the quarter sessions ; 
and to urge that the influence of the Home Office ke used 
in order to prevent a similar inconvenience in the future ; 
and that a similar communication be presented to the Lord 
Chancellor.” 





A correspondent of the Times calls attention to the system, 
of counting votes which was successfully followed ab Green: 
wich and the county of Middlesex. It wag devised, ho 
says, by Messrs. Shaw & Sons, of Fetter-lane, “ who printed 
the counting-sheets I am about to refer to. The system wag 
briefly as follows:—As soon as two presiding officers arrived 
with their ballot boxes, each was seé to verify the ofher’s 
ballot-paper account, This having been done, the clerks who 
were to be engaged in the counting were placed at tables in the 
view of the returning officer and the agents of the candidates. 
The contents of the boxes were then thrown down in one heap 
on the floor. A few hands were enough to feed the tables, where 
the clerks opened the papers and sorted them into bundles 
according to the candidates voted for, throwing out the 
doubtful votes, to be afterwards adjudicated upon by the re- 
turning officer. These bundles were made up in parcels of 
ten papers, each ten being laid across the one below, so that 
it could be lifted by itself. The bundles of tens were then 
taken to the counting table; indeed, this was being done all 
through, the counting going on simultaneously with the 
sorting. At the counting table one clerk called over the tens 
and two others noted them. on the counting-sheets, of which 
there was a separate one for each candidate. These sheets 
were ingeniously ruled in the following manner. Esch line 
was divided into twenty spaces. A mark was placed in each 
space for each ten called over, so that each complete line 
denoted 200 votes. A double line was drawn under each 
five lines so that the marks between two double lines repre- 
sented 1,000 votes. As each line was completed the bundle 
of 200 votes was tied up separately, and in this way the num- 
ber of bundles checked the correctness of the lines. After 
the tens were disposed of, there were only to add the few 
split votes and such of the doubtful papers as were allowed by 
the returning officer. In this way 20,000 votes may easily 
be counted in two hours.” 


On Monday last Mr.H. J. Stonor, judge of the South- 
wark County Court, said that in consequence of what had 
occurred last week in the Queen’s Bench Division, he desired 
to make some obseryations, for the guidance of counsel and 
solicitors, as to his taking notes of evidence in important 
cases which came before the court. His practice had been to 
take notes in all jury cases where there was a right of appeal 
when requested to do so by either party, and in all cases in 
which he had reason to think it desirable. On the trial 
some weeks since of an issue in an action of Harding v. Luck, 
sent here by the Queen’s Bench Division, he was informed 
by the bar before the trial commenced that it was a very 
simple one, namely, whether goods were sapplied on three 
months’ credit or not, and that it would depend principally 
on the course of dealing between the parties, which appeared 
by the books and accounts subsequently put in evidence. 
That did not seem to him to be a case in which it would be 
right to spend the time of the court in taking notes, and the 
parties were aware that he was not doing 30, On a motion 
for a new trial, which was heard last Thursday in the Coart 
of Queen’s Bench, the Lord Chief Justice is reported to 
have said :—*“ In undisputed cases in county courts it would 
not be necessary for the judge to take a note, but in other 
cases, and especially in cases like the present, which had been 
sent down to the county court for trial, it wag the duty and 
the business of the judge to take a sufficient note, and it was 
not necessary to show that he had been asked by either party 
to take it.” He could hardly think that the report was 
correct ; but if so, with very great respect to the Lord 
Chief Justice, he must venture to make some observations 
on the subject. In Best’s “ Treatise onEvidence,”’ a work of the 
greatest authority, if was clearly laid down that “a judge 
only takes notes for his own private convenience. There is no 
law requiring him to do so.” The case of Leach y. Simpson 
(5 M. & W. 309) was referred to, which fully supported 
the proposition in the text, and if that were true of the judges 
of the superior courts, it was true @ fortiori as to the county 
court judges, who were created by statutes which imposed no 
such duty on them except ina special case. It had been over 
and over again decided that a suitor was not entitled to a 
copy of the county court judge’s notes for preparing a case 
for appeal on points of law and evidence under the County 
Court Act, 1850, s. 14, and that the suitors were bound 
to prepare their eases from their notes taken by themselves, 
their legal advisers, or others, without the assistance of the 
judges, although, of course, if the parties differed, the e+ 
would refer to his notes in the settlement of the ease. Io 
the County Courts Act, 1875, s. 6, a limited obligation wes 
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laid on the judges to take notes if requested of evidence 
relating to points of law specially raised at the trie], clearly 
showing that the judge was not under any general obligation 
to take such notes. He concluded by referriny to the great 
work done by county court judges, and said that if notes 
were taken in all cases disputed, in all the larger county 
courts a failure of justice would follow through arrears of 
work from which they had happily hitherto been free. 





SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
April 20.—Mr. Epwin Hutt, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Free- 
old Building Estate (see advertis ement, April 3, p. 4.) 
April 21.—Mr. ArtuuR Jackson, at the George Inn, En- 
field, at 6 for 7 p.m., Freehold Building Land (see advertise- 
ment, April 10, p. 3.) 
April 21.—Messrs. VENToM, Butz, & CoorEr, at Ryde, at 
for 3 p.m., Freehold Ground-rents (see advertisement, April 
10, p. 3.) 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. — 
April 15, 1880. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 

3 per Cent. Consols, 959 Annuitias, April, ’s5, 9} 
Ditto for Account, 99 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1408 
Do. 3 per Cent. Reduced, 97 Ex Bills, #1000, 24 per Ct.2 dis 
‘New 3 per Cent., 96} Ditto, £500, Po, 2 dis 
Do, 34 perCent., Jan, ’94 Ditto, 2100 & £260, 2 dis 
Do. 24 perCont., Jan. 94 Bank of Engiand Stock, Shut 
Annuitics Jan. ’80 Ditte for Account. 


INDJAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
qnd. Stk., 5perC., July,’80, 104 | Enf.Pr.5§ per Cent., May, 81 
vitto for Account Ditto Debc::tures, 4 per Cent 


Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. ’88, 1054 April, ’64 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 pe: Cent., Aug. ’73 


Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. | Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1009 
2nd Enf.Pr., 5 per C., Jan.’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

Picron.—April 3, the wife of Henry Pigeon, of No. 4, 
Harcourt-buildings, Temple, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

R ostrron.—April 6, at Beddington, Surrey, the wife of Simp- 

son Rostrov, of the Middle Temple, barrister-at-law, of a 
daughter. 

SreeLe.—April 13, at Northbrooks, near Harlow, Essex, the 
wife.of Adams Rivers Steele, of a daughter. 

Wirkes.—April 3, at Wenden House, Sutton, the wife of 
John Wilkes, barrister-at-law, of a daug'iter. 

MARRIAGES, 

Fartow—Bvusp —April 5, at St. Georg-'s, Hanover-square, 
Charles Paas Farlow, of Fitzroy-road, Kegent’s-park, and St. 
Benet’e-place, Gracechurch-street, solicitor, to Mary Anne 
Ieabel, daughter of the late George Bubb, of Bond-street. 

SPARLING—FLETCHER.—April 8, at St. George’s Church, 
Campden-hill, William Sparling, M.A., of Stone-buildings, 
Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, to Marian, daughter of the 
late Charles William ar Notting-hill square. 


D HS. 

Bucxiz.—April 2, at Monkgate, York, Joseph Backle, Dis- 
trict Registrar of the York Registry of the Probate Division 
of the High Court of Justice, aged 59. 

Hopexz.—April 11, at Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Geo. Wm. Hodge, 


aged 63. 

ae 4, Robert Norris, solicitor, Liverpool, in his 

year. 

PownaLi.—April 8, at No. 63, Russell-square, J. G. Henry 
Pownall, Eseq., J.P. and D.L, formerly Chairman of the 
Middlesex Quarter Sessions, aged 87. 

Tayior.—April 6, at Windhill, Bishop’s Stortford, John 
Dobede Taylor, solicitor, in his 68th year. 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupt. 
Fripay, April 9, 1880, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
. - Med. Surrender - —e 
Bass, James, Brec! crescent, Camden Town, Hotel Proprietor, 
Pet Apr6. Murray. Apr 23 at 11 " - 
Surrender in the Country. 
Alston, Stephen John Henry, Faversham, Kent, Outfitter, Pet Apr 
i. ange Coatetenys ry 80 at 2 
» Felix, Leeds, Fruit and Sugar Merchant. Pet Apr.6. Marshall. 
Leeds, Apr 28 at 11 . *s 





Day. Stepen, Isle of Ely, Cambridge, Grocer. Pet Apr 5. Eaden- 
Cambridge, Apr 2¢ at 1 " 

Gardner, Thomas William, Deddington, Oxford, Farmer. Pet Apr 3. 
Bishop. Oxford, Apr 24 at 12.30 

Gresn, George William, Devonport, Lodging house keeper. Pet Apr 
6. Edmonds. East Stonchouse, Apr 23 at 12 

Hunt, Philip, Bradford, York, Toy and Fancy Dealer. Pet Apr 3. 
Robinson. Bradford,Apr 23 at 12 

Parnaby, Jobn, Sunnington, York, Corn Miller. Pet Apr 5. Woodall. 

borough, Apr 2! at 3 

Sanders, Henry, Shanklin, Isle of Wight, Builder. Pet Apr3. Blake. 
Newport, Apr 21 at 11 

Thompson, John, Sheffield, Steel Manufacturer, Pet Aprl. Rodgers. 
Sheffield, Apr 21 at 1.30 

Thompson, Joseph, Redfield, Gloucester, Builder, Pet Apr 7. Harley. 
Bristol, Apr 28 at 2 

Woodburn, Edward, Barrow-in-Furness, Auctioneer. Pet Apr 7. 
Postlethwaite. Ulverston, Apr 23 at 12 

Tvuespay, Apr. 13, 1880. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 

Atkins, John, Brunswick p!, City rd, Tobacco Merchant. Pet Mar 16. 
Murray. Apr 20 at 11.30 ; 

Sedger, ra Moorgate, Auctioneer, Pet Apr9. Brougham, Apr 
28 at 11,30 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Davies, William, Pwil Wain, nr Pontypridd, Glamorgan, Colliery 

Proprieter, Pet Apr 9. Spickett. Pontypridd, Apr 26 at 12 


Gibbons, James, Stockton-on-Tees, Builder. Pet Apr 1. Crosby. 
Stockton-on-Tees, Apr 26 at 2.30 
Heapy, Frederick Edmund, Sultord, Lancaster, Baker. Pet Apr 8. 


Hulton, Salford, Apr 28 at 11 
Mason, Henry, Bristol, Grocer, Pet Apr 8. Harley. Bristol, Apr 2S 


at 
Morris, Henry, Bradford, York, Eating house keeper. Pet Apr 9.. 
Robinson. Bradford, Apr 27 at i2 
Stoker, Matthew, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Tea Dealer. Pet Apr 10.. 
Daggett. Newcastle, Apr 26at 11 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, Apr 9, 1880. 
Hoare, Wilson Noble, Braishfield, Southampton, Farmer. Apr 7 
TuEspayY, Apr. 13, 1880. 
Aldons, John Thomas, Lee, Kent, Ironmonger. Apr 10 
Bland, David, Blackheeth, Kent, Builder, Apr 9 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, April 9, 1880. 

Addison, Herbert Fisher, Hastings, Grocer. Apr 2] at 12 at offices of 
Savery and Chambers, Trinity st, Hastings 

Albery, Frank, Forest Gate, Essex, Commercial Traveller, Apr 24 at 
4 at the Belladonna villa, Barhill rd, Sutton 

Alderson, George, Heigham, Norwich, Bricklayer. Apr 19 at 10.30 at 
offices of Stanley, Bank plain, Norwich 

Allen, Thomas, Duxford, Cambridgs. Grocer. Apr 22 at 12 at offices 
of Ellison and Co, Alexandra st, Petty Cury, Cembridge 

Attrill, George Frederick, Southsea, Hants, Grocer. Apr 26 at 3 at 
offices of Edmonds and Co, St James’ st, Portsea 

Barker, Charies Henry, Pontefract, York, Whitesmith. Apr 22 at 12 
at offices of Richards, Market place, Pontefract 

Barratt, Samuel, Manchestar, Contractor. Apr 22 at 3 at offices of 
Heath and Sons, Swan st, Manchester 

Barratt, Thomas, Moseley, near Birmingham, out of business, Apr 
20 at 3 at offices of Parry, Bennest’s hill, Birmingham 

Basford, James, Nantwich, Cheshire, Provision Dealer. Apr 16 at 11 at 
at the Albert chambers, Church side, Crewe. Pointon, Crewe 

Beard, George, Hadfield, Derby, Slater. Apr 21 at 3 at offices of 
Johnston, Vernon st, Stockport 

Beasley, Henry, Reading, Berks, Wholesale Confectioner. Apr 22 at 
: at the Queen’s Hotel, Friar st, Readine. Beale and Martin, Read- 


ng 

Bellamy, Emanue!, Bulwell, Nottingham, Grocer, Apr 20 at 3 at 
offices of Bright, Town Club chambers, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 

Bouosher, John Clent, Birmingham, Tailor, Apr 21 at 3 at offices of 
Wright and Marshall, Townhall chambe%s, New st, Birmingham 

Brown, William Lax Cave, Manchester, India Kubber Manufaccurer. 
Apr 27 at 3 at 12, Piccadilly, Manchester, Stead, Manchester 

Budden, Frederick Alston, Bridport, Dorset, Grocer. Apr22at 3 at 
offices of Lock, High West s}, Dorchester 

Bull, George, Dowell mews, Crown rd, Farrier, Apr 28 at 3 at offiees 
of Fowler, Borough High st, Soulawark 

Butler, Thomas Fisher, Widnes, Larcaster, Joiner. Apr 27 at 3 at 
= Grapes Hotel, Lime st, Liverpool, Davies and Oo, Warring- 


n 

Buxton, Charles, Liverpool, Builder, Apr 19 at 12 at offices of Benson 
and Carpenter, Bank chambers, Corn st, Bristol 

Candy, Abraham, Guildford st, Russell sq, out of business, Apr 24 at 
12 at offices of Ruddle and Brown, High Holboro 

Challis, Arthur William, and Arthur Thomas Tebbutt, Peckham, 
Builders. Apr 28 at 2 at offices of Moss, Gracechuret st 

Chapman, Robert, Wild’s rents, Bermondsey, Beer Recailer, Apr 2! at 
: ¥ = = ine Morphett and Hanson, King st, Cheapside, Terry,King 
st, Cheapside 

Chapple, Alfred Henry, Sheffield, Grocer, Apr 21 at 2 at offices of 
Taylor, Norfolk row, Sheffield 

Clark, Robert, Walworth rd, Lambeth, Fishmonger. Apr 29 at 3 at 

offices of Widdecombe, Metripolitan chambers, Broad st 

Clarke, Edward, Old Ford rd, India Rubber Worker. Apr 29 at 3 at 

offices of Briant, Winchester house, Old Broad st 

Clarke, James William, Mitcham, Surrey, Corn Merchant, Apr 21 at 

8 at offices of Harcourt, Moorga'e st 

Cripps, William, Eynsham, Oxford, Saddler. Apr 29 at 12 at offices 
Bickerton, St Michael’s chambers, Ship st 

Apr 19 at 1 





Davis, Charles, Twynrodsn, Glamorgan, Rail eopenten, 
at offices of Simons and Plews, Church st, Mert 
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Dickinson, Robert, Leeds, Provision Merchant. Apr 22 at 3.304 t 
offices of Roose and Price, North John st, Liverpool, Addleshaw 
and Warbarton 

Dorrell, Thomas, Bishampton, Worcester, Farmer. Apr 19 at 11 at 
offices of Hill, Pierpoint st, Worcester 

Drew, Joseph, Ross, Herelord, Innkeeper. Apr 21 at 3 at the Green 
Dragon Hotel, Hereford. Gibbs and Llewellyn, Newport 

Duckett, James, Lincoln, Licensed Victualler. Apr 26 at 12 at offices 
of Ward, Silver st, Lincoln 

Dunnett, Frederick Henry, Bury St Edmunds, Bookseller. Apr 29 at 
12 at offices of Partridge and Greene, Crowa st, Bury St Edmunds 

Emery, Edwin, Ditchling, Suss:x, Grocer. Apr 22 at 3 at offices of 
Nye, North st, Brighton 

Eyre, Samuel, Keighley, York, Coal Merchant. Apr 23 at 3 at offices 
of Neill, Kirkgate, Bradford 

Fitch, Frederick, Deal, Kent, Grocer. Apr 22 at 12 at the Creditors’ 
Atsociation, Arthur st East. Mercer and Co 

Garth, Benjamin. Batley, York, Tailor, Apr 23 at 10.30 at offices of 
Ridgway aud Ridgway, Wellington st, Batley 

Geary, Edwin, Belgrave, Leicester, out of business, Apr 22 at 3 offices 
of the Trade Protection Society. New st, Leicester. Miles and Co 

Golding, Alfred, Lye, Worcester, Bucket Maker. Apr 21 at 11 at 
offices of Wall, High st, Stourbridge 

Gwillam, Edin, Barrow-in-Furness, Seedman, Apr 21 at 11 at the 
Trevelyan Temperance Hotel, Barrow-in-Furness. Sims, Barrow-in- 
Furness 

Halkett, Froderick John Colin, West Brighton, Sussex, Lieutenant- 
Colonel of Militia. May 5 at 3 at offices of Childley, Old Jury 

llardwick, Edmund Faunce, Littlehampton, Sussex, Solicitor. Apr 17 
at 11 at the Chamber of Commerce, Clieavside. Goodman, Brighton 

Harris, Joseph, Wigton, Camberland, Giocer. Apr 23 at 1], a: offices 
of Lawson, King’s Arms-lane, Wigton 

Higson, James, Blackburn, Lancaster, Builder. Apr 22 at 3 at offices 
of Scott, Victoria st, Blackburn 

Langton, Thomas, Clement's lane, Timber Agent. Apr 20 at 3 at 
offices of Rae, Mincing lane 

Lanyon, Charles, Kenwyn, Cornwade, Butcher. Apr 21 at 3 at offices 
of Pau 1, Quay st, Truro 

Lewis, Daniel, South Marston, Wilts, Baker. Apr 2i at 2 at the 
Queen’s Arms Hotel, New Swindon. Foreman, Swindon 

Lewis, John, juo, Norton, Worcester, out of business. Apr 27 at 12 at 
offices Corbett, Avenue House, the Cross, Worcester 

Libbetter, William Henry, Alderman st, Somer’s Town, Tobacconist. 
Apr 22 at 3 at 133; Holborn 

Liloyd, James, Bils:on, Stafford, General Merchant. Apr 24 at 11 at 
the Bull’s Head Inn, High st, Bilston, Fellows, Bilston 

Lonsdale, Wilham, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Grocer. Apr 23 at 
11.30 at offices of Proud, Market pl, Bishop Auckland 

Lovell, Samuel, Taunton, Somerset, Boot Dealer. Apr 25 at 12 at 
offices of Reeves, Mary st, Taunton 

Luddicke, Hermann, Gerrard st, Soho, Hotel Keeper. Apr 22 at 3 at 
oftices of Parkes, Queen Victoria st 

Manning, William Lockwood, Depden, Suffolk, Blackemith. Apr 21 
at 12 at the Guildhall, Bury St Edmunds. Gross, Bury St Edmunds 

Marshall, George, Mexborough, York, Boot Dealer. Apr 22 at 3 at 
offices of Nicholson and Co, East parade, Shefficld. Busdekin and 


Co 

Middlewood, Thomas, Oottingham, York, Builder, Apr 19 at 3 at 
No, 9, Scule lane, Kingston-upon-Hull. Salmon 

Mills, Richard, Tipton, Stafford, Publican. Apr 20 at 3 at offices of 
Sbeldon, High +t, Wednesbury 

Mitchell, Charles William, Huddersfield, Merchant, Apr 2t at 11 at 
offices of Whiley, New st, Huddersfield 

Moore, Eiward, Freeman’s ci, Chepside, Licensed Victualler. Apr 27 
at 13 at offices of Swaine, King st, Cheapside 

Mo: re, John James, Wolverhampton, Carpeuter. Apr 30 at 8 at offices 
of Rhodes, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Moss, Samuel Elias, Fore st, Earthenware Agent. May 3 at 2 at offices 
of Blachtond and Co, College hill 

Mountain, Oharles George, Birmingham, Engineer. Apr 23 at 12 at 
Grand Hotel, Colmore row, Birmingham. Sanders and Co, Bir- 
mingham 

Nutman, George Robert, Leicester, Wholesale Druggist. Apr 23 at 3 
at offices of Owston and Dickinson, Friar lane, Leicester 

Oliver, Charles, Dorchester, Boot and Shoe Maker. April 22 at 3 at 
Junction Hotel, Dorchester. Burnett, Dorchester 

Park, Robert, Swansea, Livery Stable Keeper. Apr 17 at 3 at offices 
ot Jellicoe, Prospect p!, Swansea 

Parsonage, Jobn, Boughton, Chester, Provision Dealer. Apr 23 at 3 
at offices ot Mason, Bridge st row Kast, Onester 

Puillips, Henry John, Kingsbury Episcopi, Somerset, Clerk in Holy 
Urders, Apc 22at 1 at Grand Hotel, Broad st, Bristol, Davies, 
Sherborre 

Pickering, Richard, Kingston-upon-Huil, Cooper. Apr 16 at 3 at offices 
of Chambers, Scale lane, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Pickfor¢, James Jolin Ferguson, Penarth, Glamorgan, Boot and Shoe 
+ Apr 29 at 11 at offices of Morgan snd Scott, High st, Car- 


Ramshaw, Joseph, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Licensed Victualler, Apr 23 
atll at offices of Montgomery, Blackett st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Roberts, James, Tipton, Stafford, Boot Manufacturer. Apr 21 at li at 
offices of Travis, Church lane, Tipton 

Rooth, Joseph William, Chesterfield, Derby, Butcher, Apr 21 at 11 at 
offices uf Jones and Middleton, Gluman gate, Chesterfield 

Sanders, Thomas, Wolverhampton, Grocer. Apr 22 at 3 at offices of 

_ Rhodes, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Short, Thomas, Alvern rd, Peckham, Grocer. Apr 26 at 3 at offices of 
Puss, Queen st, Cheapside 

Sills, John Charles, Middlesborough, York, Tailor, Apr 22 at 3 at 
oftices of Learoyd and Co, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 

Smith, William, Coleshill, Warwick, Grocer. Apr 22 at 11 at offices of 
Blewitt, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Smiih, William Miller, Middleton rd, Kingsland rd, Dealer in Tobacco- 
nists’ Fancy Goods. Apr 20 at 3 at offices of Cooper, Chancery lane 

Smouth, John, Westbury, Salop, Butcher, Apr 21 at 11 at offices of 
Morris and Sons, Swan hill, Shrewabury 

Stunton, William, Ipswich, Nut and Rivet Manufacturer. Apr 24 at 11 
at offices of Vulliamy, Tower st, Ipswich 





Steventon, Richard, Over, Chester, Bout Manufacturer. Apr 2] at 11 
at the Royal Hotel, Crewe. Cooke, Middlewich 

Stoneman, James, Russell pl, Bermondsey, Leather Merchant. Apr 
= 4 11 at the Bridge House Hotel, Southwark. Biggenden, Well st, 

ckney 

Turner, Stephen, Campbell bu'ldings, Peckham, Draper. Apr 27 at = 
at the Guildhall Tavera, Gresham st. Prichard, Bedford row 

Upton, John Coleman, Tamworth, Warwick, Draper. Apr 23 at3 at 
offices of Nevill and Atkins, Colehill, Tamworth 

Vinson, Charles, Aldershot, Hants, Corn Merchant. Apr 27 at 3 at: 
the Bush Hotel, Farnham. Knight and Ward, Farnham 

Wade, Thomas, Wrenbury, Chester, Farmer. Apr 21 at 2.30 at the 
Royal Hotel, Crewe. Bridgman and Co, Chester 

Waters, Charles, Eastbourne, Farmer. Apr 21 at 2 at the Suss2x Hotel, . 
Eastbourne. Langham, Uckfield 

Wheeldon, William George, Ilkeston, Derby, Lace Maker. Apr 21 at 12 
at offices of *tevenson, Weekday cross, Nottingham 

Woolley, William Brandreth, Falkingbam, Lincoln, Butcher. Apr 19> 
at 12 at offices of Law, St Mary’s pl, Stamford 

Wyles, Lawrence, St Ives, Huntingdon, Ironmonger. Apr 16 at the 
Angel Hotel, Peterborough, in lieu of the place originally namad 


Tuespay, Apr 13, 1880. 

Atkinso1, Alexander, Nottingham, Dealer in Boots. Apr 27 at 3 at 
offices of Lees, Severn chambers, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Barry, George, Shepton Mallet, Somerset, Blacksmith. Apr 23 at 2 
at Hare and Hounds Hotel, Shepton Mallet, Hobbs, Jun, Wells 

Bird, Edwin, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Leicester, Newsagent. Apr 26 at 12 
at cffices of Dewes and Musson, Market st, Ashby-de-la-Zouch 

Bishop, John, Gannow Green, near Halesowen, Worcester, Farmer. 
Apr 29 at ll at offices of Bower, Price and Son, Paradise st, Bir- 
mingham 

Bradley, Thomas William, Knight Rider st, Doctors Commons, 
Restaurant Proprietor. Apr 22 at 2 at Mason’s Hall Tavern, Mason’s~ 
Avenue, Basinghall st. Gregory, Cannon st 

Brazier, William, Latimer rd, Noiting hill, Joiner. Apr 30 at3 at offces.- 
of Fowler, Borough High st 

Brown, Edwin Henry, Collingwood terrace, Battersea, Draper. Apr 
26 at 11 at offices of Rexworthy, Cheapside 

Brown, Francis Charles, Wellington, Somerset, Boot Dealer. Apr 26- 
at 11 at offices of Reed and Cook, Paul st, Taunton 

Brownson, John, Hollyhurst, Derby, Farmer. Apr 29 at 12.30 at offices. 
of Cooper and Chawner, Uttoxeter 

Burgess, John James, Suffolk pl, Wandsworth, Greengrocer’s Manager. - 
Apr 27 at 3 at offices of Grout, St Swithin’s lane 

Clapp, Benjamin Thomas, Morice Town, Stoke Damerel, Devon, 
Licensed Victualler. Apr 26 at 12 at offices of Hartnoll, Chariotte 
st, Morice Town ; 

Clark, Leonard, Long Preston, York, Grocer. Apr 27 at 3 at the Ship 
Rotel, Skipton. Psget, Skipton 

Clarke, Joseph, Whittington, Derby, Collier. Apr 23 at 3 at offices of 
Cutis, Market Hall chambers, Chesterfield 

Cockburn, Harvey Charles, Wilton rd, Pimlico, Jeweller, Apr 26 at 3 
at 25, Wilton rd, Inderwick, Bedford row 

Coop, Robert Henry, Oldham, Lancashire, Undertaker. Apr 27 at 3 at 
the Mitre Hote, Manchester. Clegg, Oldham 

Coward, Rowland, Sheffield, Joiner. Apr 24 at 10.30 at offices of Web- 
ster and Styring, Hartshead, Sheffield — 
Cuddeford, Edward, Plymouth, out of business, Apr 22 at 12 at offices. 
of Pearse, Privcess sq, Plymouth y 
Culverhouse, William, Lincola, Grocer, Apr 26 at 3 at offices of Wil- 
liams, Silver st, Lincoin 

Davies, Emma, Ferryside, Carmarthen, Publican, Apr 22 at 11 at 
offices of Morris, Qnay st, Carmarthen 

Davies, John, Upper st, Islington, Milliner. Apr 26 at 3 at offices of 
Cooper and Co, King’s Arms yard 

Deitz, George. Bradford, York, Pork Butchar. Apr 26 at3 at offizes of 
Crowther, Kensington st, Bradford 

Dodsworth, Thomas, Rufforth, York, Farmer, Apr 23 at 3 at oifices of 
Crumbie. Stonegate ¥ 

Durrans, Richard, Done aster, York, Licensed Victualler. Apr 26 at 2 
the R-indser Hotel, Doncaster. Learoyd and Co 

Edwardes, John Brittle, Huddersfield, Commission Agent. Apr 26 at 
11 at offices of Ramsden and Co, John Wiiliam st, Huddersfield 

Evans, Frederick William, Barking, Essex, Baker. Apr 23 at 1l at 
offices of Mackreth, New Broad st 

Farrin, Johnson, High Cros, Tottenham, Butcher, Apr 28 at 3 at 
offices of Cooper, Chancery lan 

Faulkner, William, Abbots Bromley, Staff ri, Farmer. Apr 26 at 12,30 
at offices of Cooper and Chawner, Uttoxeter ? 

Field, William, Preston, Hertford, Farmer April 21 at 3 at offices of 
Times, Portmill lane, Hitchin . 

Fowler, William, Oldham, Lancaster, Butcher. Apr 27 at 2 at Mitre 
Hotel, Cathedral gates, Manchester. Clegg, Oldham 

Gayford, trederick, Rickmansworth, Herts, Farmer. Apr 22 at 2 at 
I, Greshain bldgs, Basinghall st. Chapman and Bendle 

Gelder, Job, and Richard Iredale, Halifax, Bakers. Apr 26 at ll at 
offices of Rhodes, Horton st, Halifax 

Gent, James, Tonbridge, Kent, Tailor. Apr 14 at 10.30 at offices of 
Briggs, Great Jomes st, Bediord row 

Gibson, John, Chapeltown, near Sheffield, Druggist. Apr 27 at 12 at. 
Cutlers’ Hall, Church st, Sheffield, Rodgers and Co, Sheffiaid 

Gilder, William, Biggleswade, Bedford, Baker. Apr 27 at 3 at Swaa 
Hote!, Biggleswade. Conquest and Clarke, Bedford 

Giliman, Charles. Park rd, Clapham, Ironmonger. May 5 at ll at the 
Spread Eagle Hotel, High st, Wandsworth. Jones, High st, Wand s- 


worth 

Gittos, Edward, Hasland, Derby, Grocer. Apr 26 at 3 at offices of Jones 
and Middleton, Gluman gate, Chesterfield 

Goodwin, William, Percy circus, King’s Cross rd, out of business. 
Apr 22 at 2 at the Midland Hotel, Derby. Harris, Finsbury 
circus : 

Gough, Thomas, East Knoyle, Wilts, of no business. Apr 26 abl at 
the Bath Arms Hotel, Warminster. Robins, Shaftesbury 

Greeawood, Jobin, Church Fenton, York, Farmer. Apr 27 at 1 at offiees- 
of Russell, Lendal, York 

Griffiths, Joseph, Wrexham, Denbigh, Chemist, Apr 29 at 2jat the 
Feathers Hotel, Clayton sq, Liverpool, Jones, Wrexham 
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Gorman, Charles William, Keuihomocen, Confectioner, Apr 22 at3 at 
ffices of Watts, High st, Southampton 

Balad , James, "etbergh. York, Tailor, Apr 27 at1l atthe Com- 
mercial Inn, Kendal. Cragg, Sedburgh 

Harris, Charles Butler, Streatley, Bedford, Clerk in Holy Orders, 
Apr 30 at 3 at the George Hotel, Luton. Benning and Sons, Dun- 


stab! ‘ 

Harrison, Peter, Hen-du-Jlangoed, Beaumaris, Anglesey, Coal Mer- 
chant. Apr 22 at 3 at offices of Ashton and Woods, Horsemarket st, 
Warrington 

Hartley, William Stopford, Birmingham, Picture Dealer. Apr 23 at 
10.30 at offices of East, Temple et, Birmingham 

Hawley, Thomas, Ryther, York, Blacksmith. Apr 24 at 1 at the 
Woodman Inn, Ryther, nr Tadcaster. Billing, Leeds 

Heath, James, Somercotes, Derby, Grocer. Apr 29 at 3 at the Bell 
Hotel, Sadler gate, Derby. Hextall, Derby 

Hesketh, John, Blackley, nr Manchester, Farmer, Apr 30 at 4 at 
offices of Rowley, Brown st, Manchester 

Hindson, Jobn, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Apr 26 at 12 
at offiees of Francis and Collins, Harringtor. st, Liverpool 

Holder, Thomas, Hansworth, Stafford, Builder. Apr 29 at 3 at offices 
of Saunders and Bradbury, Temple row, Birmingham 

Bor:man, Henry, Plymouth, Painter. Apr 23 at 11 at offices of Square, 
George st, Plymouth 

Hughes, Jane, Birmingham, School Proprietress Apr 29 at 8 at offices 
of Da'e and Vachell, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham : 

Hugill, William, sen, and Williom Hugill, jun, Kirkby Moorside, York, 
Farmers. Apr 27 at 10.30 at otfices of Harrison, Kirkby Moorside. 
Huntley, Robert, Felling Shore, Durham, Beerhouse Keeper. Apr 29 
at 11 at offices of Keenlyside and Co, Grainger st West, Newcastle- 

upon-Tyne . 

Jacques, James William, Westhorpe, Leicester, Licensed Victualler. 
Apr 26 at 12 at offices of Fowler and Oo, Grey Friars chambers, Friar 
lane, Leicester 

Jeffries, Henry, Bridgwater, Somerset, Farmer, Apr 29 at 12 at offices 
of Reed and Cook, King sq, Bridgwater 

Jenkins, William, Barbourne, Worcester, Builder. Apr 26 at 11 at 
offices of Thompson and Taylor, Pierpoint st, Worcester 

Jobneon, Daniei, Kidderminster, Worcester, Baker. Apr 26 at 3 at 
offices of Thursfield, Swan st, Kidderminster 

Joynar, George William, Birmingham, out of business. Apr 26 at 2 at 
offices of Burton, Union passage, Birmingham 

Large, James Francis, Portishead, Somerset, Batcher. Apr 29 at 2 at 
offices of Clifton and Carter, Broad st, Bristol 

Leak, Lewis Gower, Hanley, Stafford, out of business, Apr 22 at 11 at 
Vine Inn, Stufford. Ashmall, Hanley 

Lindfield, John, Slaugham, Sussex, Blacksmith. Apr 29 at 4 at Crown 
Hotel, Horsham. Cotching, Horsham 

McCarthy, Waiter Emilius, Cockspur st, Charing cross, Architect. 
May 5at2 at King’s Arms Hotel, Folkstone. Ashley and Son, 
Frederick’s p!, Old Jewry 

Martin, Charles, Westbvry-on-Severn, Gloucester, Miller, Apr 20 at 
12 at offices of Parker, Newnham 

Martin, George, St John st rd, Cierkenwell, Fruiterer. Apr 28 at 11 at 
offices of Wright and Law, High Holborn 

McCall, James, Leicester, Draper. Apr 26 at 3 at offices of Wright and 
Bincks, Belvoir st, Leicester 

McQuie, James, Stottesdon, Salop, Forester. Apr 22 at 2.30 at offices 
of Miller and Co, Church st, Kidderminter 

Midghall, Richard, Preston, Lancaster, Builder. May 5 at 11 at offices 
of Thompson and Craven, Lune st, Preston 

Oates, Robert John, Oriental st, Exst India rd, Trinity House Pilot. 
Apr 29 at 2 at offices of Moss, Gracechurch st 

Odam, Henry, Brixham, Devon, Cabinet Maker. Apr 23 at lat 
Rougemont Hotel, Exeter. Curteis, East Stonehouse 

Pearman, James. Brmingham, Corn Merchant. pr 26 at 3 at offices 
of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Porchas, Charles Sumpton, Wakefield, Tobacconist. Apr 26 at 3 at 
offices of Lodge, Park row, Leeds 

Rayley, George, Pulborough, Sussex, Grocer. Apr 30 at 1 at Swan 
Hotel, Pulborough. Downer, Petworth 

Reddish, Edward, Stowmarket, Suffolk, Bootmaker. May 3 at12 at 

offices of Fox, Ipswich +t, Stowmarket. Gudgeon 

Reed, James, Carlisle, Milliner, Apr 24 at4 at offices of Johnson, 
Seotch st, Carlisle 

Reid, Jobn, Craven rd, Bayswater, Baker. May 5 at 12 at offices of 
—* and Co, Coleman st. Scott, Gresham buildings, Basing- 

all si 
Rimmer, Robert, Chesterfield, Derby, Hotel keeper. Apr 26 at 12 at 
offices of Gratton and Marsden, Knifesmith gate, Chesterfield 
Roberts, Edwin, St James rd, Islington, Pawnbroker, Apr 28 at 3 at 
offices of Nevett, Warwick ct, Gray’s inn 
Rogers, Robert, Bristol, out of business. Apr 27 at 8 at offices of 
Tricks and Co, Nicholas st, Bristol. Jacques, Bristol 

Rookes, Henry, Pumpsaint, Liandilo, Carmarthen, Schoolmaster. Apr 
24 at 11 at offices of Ratcliff, Bennetts hill, Birmingham 

Shapley, Frederick John, Exeter, Confectioner, Apr 28 at 3.30 at the 
Craven Hote), Craven st, Strend. Friend, Exeter 

Silverstone, Michael, Grey Eagle st, Spitalfields, Hat Manufacturer, 
Apr 29 at 3 at offices of Podmore and Harte. Moorgate st 

Smith, Ellen, Birmingham, Undertakea. Apr 22 at 10.30 at offices of 
Eest, Temple st, Birmingham 

Smith, James, Sedgley, Stafford, Grocer. Apr 27 at 11 at the Saracens 

2 uae F eg oto , er. Tinsley, Dudley 
mith, John Edwin, Bradford, Whisesmith. r 23 at 4 at offi of 

Beker, Commercial Bank buildings, Bradford ” - 

Strachan, James, Lianvetherine, Monmouth, Farmer, Apr 22 at 3 at 

me a rgb » Lion st, Aberg y 
allady, George, Bury 8t Edmunds, Boot and Shoe Maker. Apr 29 at 

12 at the Guildhall, Bury St Edmunds. Salmon und Son, Bury 8t 


Ward, George, Dulwich, Surrey, Builder. Apr 29 at 2 at mnon 
yi Hots! Connon tt. imei and idan 
r, a8 Woodeock, Great Dunmow, Essex, Ironmonger, A 
29st 1 at the Auction Mart, Tokenhouse yard. Blyth, Chelme- 


ford 
Welle, John, St ’s rd, Bow, ” 
pep reg mews bo General Dealer, Apr 28 at 12 at 








White, Robert Gunn, Stockport, Chester, Tobacconist. Apr 26 at 3 at 
offices of Leigh, Brown st, Manchester 

Williams, Andrew Nicholas, North Shields, Glass Dealer. Apr 26 at 3 
at offices of Smith, Crmden st, North Shields 

Williams, George, Southampton, Baker. Apr 22 at 2 at offices of 
Watts, High st, Southampton 

Woolston, Richard, Leicester, Shoe Manufacturer, Apr 28 at 3 at 
offices of Shires, Market st, Leicester 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. es F 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘*the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aod Children.” : 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED With starch, &c,, and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTINA A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
Vaniila Chocolate, ana may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 
hibited. 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 

Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 











PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOUMSBURY 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 


MR. 


Will be glad to forward his new Pamphlet gratis and post-free, which 
explains the only perfectly painless systema of adapting ARTIFICIAL 
TKETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 


have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1853.—Consultation daily free. 


EDE AND 50N 


ROBE BES MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c, 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, &C 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 








f | O SOLICITORS and OTHERS.—WANTED, 
£6,000 on Mortgage at 5 per cent. on sma)l weekly properties, in 
sums of about £1,000 each. No fees wil] be paid unless the money is 
advanced,—Address, B. 13, at 0. H. May & Oo.’s General Advertising 
Offices, 78, Gracechurch-street, ‘ 
To TRUSTEES.—A Safe Investment for £3,600. 
4 A very snug little farm of 42 acres with good homestead, build- 
ings, &c.~ Situate about 7 miles from Exeter and let to a very respect= 
able tenant at a clear annual rent of £130,—Apply, Mr. 8, R. Bunt, 
Estate Agent, 78, Cheapside, E.0, 


yf Obtaace Investments Required for £20,000; 

two sums of £10,000; asum of £3,000 non-invested but which 
will be released io a few months, and various smaller amounts.—Send 
particulars to Mr. 8. R. Bont, Investment Office, 78, Oheapside, E.0. 


FREVERSIONS and LIFE POLICIES.—The Sale 


or Mortgage of these Securities quick) ‘i b > 
Bur, 78, Chespeide, E.C. SRE SNE AS AIM 


IFE INTERESTS, ANNUITIES, and REVER- 


SIONS, for Sale or Morigage.—Sen@ particulars to Hazei. & 
Gowpaina, 42, Theobald’s-road, W.C. 


AW. — PARTNERSHIP, or 























SUCCESSION, 


WANTED, by a Solicitor (age 28), of good social position, who 
is agocd Conveyancer, thoroughly conversant with general business, in- 
a bencl of tagistrdiee.-Addreey G. Re, care of Mis, aelten” Aavere 
agistrates,—. reas, G. R., care 0 . r, ‘ore 

tising Agent, 4, Bell-yard, Temple Bar, , ; hea 








Wea Bae ae ee OS OBA HAA RARK ARM, 


ere secrse ss 


1g 
of 





